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1\fr. GRO:N"NA. I ha:ve no objection to letting it go over until 
Monday if it is desired. 

Mr. OWEN. I ask that it may go over un,til Monday. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It will go over. 
1\fe. OWEN. My attention was distracted when the amend

ment on page 83 was acted on. I desire to propose. a certain 
amendment to that section, and I move a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the amendment was agreed to, for the purpose of 
offering an amendment to it. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to 
reconsider. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
l\1r~ O'VEN. I move to strike out the words beginning with 

".Ancl providecl /1Wtlzet·" in line 24 to the end of the amendment 
on page 84 . . 

1\Ir. CURTIS. Let it be read. 
The SECRETARY. On page 83 trike out the following words: 
Ana p1·ovidea turtller, That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, if 

be deems it advisable and for the best interests of the Indians, may 
invest the trust funds of any tribe or individual Indian in United 
Status Government bonds. 

1\Ir. CURTIS. 1\Ir. President; I have no objection to that 
amendment, but I feel that I should state why this whole item 
was put in. There is $11,000,000 of Indian funds in the Treas
ury of the United States. to-day not drawing a cent of interest. 
This item was prepared by me, and agreed to by the committee, 
so that the Indian Office could place this money in banks or, if 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs saw fit and thought it was 
for the best interest, he might buy liberty bonds with the 
$11,000,000. In addition to this $11,000,000 belonging to tribes 
that draws no interest there is some thirty-odd million dollars 
of individual funds drawing less interest than 4 per cent, and the 
item was put in allowing the commissioner, if he thought best, 
to invest either of these funds in liberty bonds. 

Mr. OWEN. I can meet the point the Senator from Kansas 
desires to reach by moving an amendment to in ert that proviso 
after the word "therefor" in line 22, so as to exclude the Five 
Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. CURTIS. I may tate that the Senator from Oklahoma 
desires to exclude the Five Civilized Tribes and the 0 age 
Tribe. 

Mr. OWEN. Yes. 
1\fr. CU~TIS. I have no objection to that, because all their 

tribal fund are drawing interest. 
1\fr. OWEN. They are all be.."ll"ing interest. The fund re

ferred to by the Senator from Kansas would not be affected by 
the transfer I propose. I therefore move to transfer that pro
vi o and to insert in line 24, after the words "Civilized Tribes," 
the words "or the 0 age Tribe of Indians." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. • 

The SECBETARY. On page 83, line 24, after the words " Civi
lized Tribes," insert "or the Osage Tribe of Indians," and trans
fer the provi o at the end of the page, so it will come in 'line 
22, after the word "therefor." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
1\fr. ASHURST. On page 67 two amendments were proposed 

by the committee in reference to the Oregon items, one in line 
12, regarding the numerals, and the other in line 17. I simply 
a k for information, were tho e amendments arrreed to? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They were agreed to. 
Mr. ASHURST. If no other Senator wishes to offer an 

amendment and no other Senator wishes to discuss the bill, I 
shall move an adjournment. 

Mr. OWE:N and Mr. POINDEXTER addressed the Chair. 
1\Ir. ASHURST. I withhold the motion for the present. 
.1\Ir. OWEN. I should like to make a point of ord~r on the 

amendment on page 63, beginning wi'th line 11, down to line 21, 
which would authorize the Secretary of the Interior to exercise 

, the duties of chief of the Five Civilized Tribes. I will have to 
a k for a reconsideration of that amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It went oveT. 
l\Ir. OWEN. It went over on my snggestion. 
1\Ir. SMOOT. I understood . that it went over until Monday. 

The Senator from New Mexico [1\fr. FALL] is interested in the 
same item. I do not know whether he desires to have it stricken 
out or not. · 

l\1r. OWEN. He is going to rai e a point of order against i t; 
I understand, and that is what I desire to do myself. I ' have 
no objection to its going over until 1\fonday. 

1\lr. POINDEXTER. I offer · the following amendment. If 
there' is any debate about it, r" will be willing to have if go over, 

but I spoke to the chairman of the committee about it, and I 
think he under tands it. 

1\lr. ASHURST. Let it be read. 
The SECRETARY. At the proper place in the bill insert: 
That there is hereby appropriated, out of the trlbnJ funds of the 

Yakima Indians in the State of Washlngton . not otherwise appro
priated, to be charged to the tribal accuunt, the sum oi' 2,000 to be 
used by and under the direction of the Yakima Tribal Council for 
expense in presenting Indian matters to the Government officials in 
Washington City, or in the employment of attorneys to assist them in 
securing information relative to their tribal rights and property. 

Mr. ASHURST. I am very familiar with the amendment. 
Personally I have no objection to it. The item should come in 
where the items relative to the State of 'Vashington appear. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Yes; it relates to the Yakima Tribe 
in the State of Washington. They have a number of disputed 
rights, particularly in regard to water rights which it is per
fectly legitimate, in my judgment, for the Indian tribal council 
to inform themselves about and be represented in. Of course 
it will take some money to do that, ami this appropriation is 
confined to the tribal fund and payable out of the tribal fund . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be agreed 
to, without objection. 

1\Ir. GRONNA. I ask the clutirrnan if the amendment which 
was adopted by the committee this morning relating to the 
per capita payment of the Menominee Indians has. been 
adopted? 

Air. ASHURST. No; that has not been adopted. It w11s not 
a committee amendment, and therefore it has not been ngreed 
to. I hope the Senator will bring it up Monday morning. 

Now I move that the Senate adjourn. _ 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock p. m. t th.a 

Senate adjourned until Monday, March 25, 1918, at 12 o'e1 or\X 
meridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

SATUIIDAY, J/ arch 23, 1918. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol· 

lowing prayer :. 
Eternal and everliving God our Heavenly Father, from whom 

cometh all wisdom, power, and goodness, help us with high 
re olves and consecrated hearts to go forward, day by day, in 
the grand eternal march of existence, to larger and nobler 
attainments, as individuals and as a people, under the spiritual 
leader hip of the Lord Je us Christ; for t hine is the kingdom 

' and the power and· the glory forever. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap· 

proved. 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE .IN HAWAII. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill S. 2380 an act granting to the Legislature of the Territory of 
Hawaii additional powers relative to elections and qualifications 
of electors, which was referred to the Committee on Territories 
of the House of Representatives, be taken from that committee 
and re-referred to the Committee o~ Woman Suffrage. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. HAl\1LIN. Mr. Speaker, what bill is it? 
Mr. RAKER. This is the companion bill to the one which 

the House transferred last week. 
1\fr. HAMLIN. What is the purpose of the bill? • 
:Mr. RAKER. The purpose .of the bill is to f?iYe the Legi la

ture of the Territory of Ha\1-aii the right to pass a law giving 
women the right to vote. 

1\fr. CANNON. Is it for consideration now? 
Mr. RAKER. No; this bill passed the Senate. The House 

transferred the House bill a few days ago from ·;.be Committee 
on the Territories to the Committee on 'Voman Suffrage. This 
is simply a request to transfer this companion bil1, which has 
been passed by the Senate, to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

EXTENSIO:'l OF~. 

1\fr. WOOD of Indiana. 1\fr. Speaker, I n:sk unanimous con· 
sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD by printing therein an 
address delivered by my colleague, 1\Ir. FrmD, at Gettys· 
burg on February 22, 1918. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indin.Illl. asks unnni· 
mous consent to extend hi remarks in the RECORD by iucor· 
porating tllerein a ~)atriotic addre s .delivered by l\.Ix. F A.IR· 

FIELD at Gettysburg. Is there objection? 
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1\Ir. COX. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object-and 

I do not intend to do so--was not that address inserted in the 
RECORD by the gentleman from Ohio, Dr. FEss? 

Mr. FESS. No. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

PROFITEERING IN RENTS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. CARY. 1\fr. Speaker, I have a letter here written by one 

of the profiteers, Guy S. Zepp, a contractor in the city of Wash
ington, which casts reflections upon the chairman of the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia and, in fact, upon every 
member of that committee. I have answered the letter, show
ing that the man is entirely wrong.. I think it would be well 
to have this letter read to the House, but I do not wish to take 
up the time of the House at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask unanimous con
sent to put it in the REcoRD? 

l\Ir. CARY. Yes; for the benefit of the House. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-

mous consent to insert in the RECORD a letter about profiteering. 
Mr. CARY. With my reply thereto. 
The SPEAKER. With his reply thereto. Is there -objection? 
1\lr. WALSH. 1\fr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, we 

have been regaled of late quite often with these letters on 
profiteering. I think the matter should be deferred until the· 
next District day. I therefore object. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts objects. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

1\fr. SHERLEY. 1\Ir. Speaker, I submit herewith for printing 
under the rule a conference report upon the bill (H. R. 9867) 
making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in appro
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1918, and prior 
fiscal years, on account of war e:A'l>enses, and for other purposes. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 405), 

The committ€e of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
9867) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in 
appropriations for the :fiscal year ending June 30, 1918, and 
prior fiscal years, on account of war expenses, and for other 
purposes, having met, after. full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 12, 
15, 17, 31, 35, 45, 66, 68, 69, 70, 72, 74, 76, 77, 101, 102, 103, and 
106. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 6, 8, 11, 14, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 26, 
27, -28, 29, 30, 32, 33, 34, 38, 42, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 
55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 67, 71, 75, 79, 81, 83, 87, 88, 
91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 104, 105, 107, 108, :!-09, 110, 111, 
112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, and 118, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

"The President is authorized to acquire the title to the docks, 
piers, warehouses, wharves, and terminal equipment and facili
ties on the Hudson River now owned by the North German 
Lloyd Dock Co. and the Hamburg-American Line Terminal & 
Navigation Co., two corporations of the State of New Jersey, 
if he shall deem it necessary for the national security and de
fense: Prov ided, That if such property can not be procured by 
purchase, then the President is authorized and empowered to 
take over for the United States the immediate possession and 
t itle thereof. If any such property shall be taken over as afore
said, the United States shall make just compensation therefor 
to be determined by the President. Upon the taking over of 
said property by the President, as aforesaid, the title to all 
such property so taken over shall immediately vest in the 
United States: Provided tu1·ther, ~hat section 355 of the Re
vised Statutes of the United States shall not apply to any ex
penditures herein or hereafter authorized in tonnection with 
the property acquired." 

.And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its dis

agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2,. and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

The fourth paragraph of section 12 of the " Trading with the 
enemy act," approved October 6, 1917, is amended to read as 
follows: 

" The Alien Property Custodian shall be vested with all of the 
powers of a common-law trustee in respect of all property, other 
than money, which has been or shall be, or which has been or 
shall be required to be, conveyed, transferred, assigned, deliv
ered, or paid over to him in pursuance of the provisions of this 
act, and, in addition thereto, acting under the supervision and 
direction of the President, and under such rules and regulations 
as the President shall prescribe, shall have power to manage 
such property and do any act or thing in respect thereof or 
make any disposition thereof or of any part thereof, by sale 
or otherwise, and exercise any rights or powers which may be 
or become appurtenant thereto or to the ownership thereof in 
like manner as though he were the absolute owner thereof-: 
P'rovicled, That any property Mld under this act, except when 
sold to the United States, shall be sold only to American citi
zens, at public sale to the highest bidder, after public adver
tisement of time and place of sale which shall be where the 
property or a major portion thereof is situated, unless the Presi
dent stating the reasons therefor, in the public interest shall 
otherwise determine: Pro'liided ftt1·ther, That when sold at pub
lic sale, the alien-property custodian upon the order of the 
President stating the reasons therefor, shall have the right to 
reject all bids and resell such property at public sale or other
wise as the President may direct. Any person purchasing prop- · 
erty from the alien-property custodian for an undisclosed prin
cipal, or for resale to a person not a citizen of the United States, 
or for the benefit of a person not a citizen of the United States, 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction, shall be 
subject to a fine of not more than $10,000, or imprisonment for 
not more than 10 years, or both, and the property shall be for
feited to the United States. It shall be the duty of every cor
poration incorporated within the United States and every un
incorporated association, or company, or trustee, or trustees 
within the United States issuing shares or certificates represent
ing beneficial interests to transfer such shares or certificates 
upon its, his, or their books into the name of the alien-property 
custodian upon demand, accompanied by the presentation of the 
certificates which represent such shares or beneficial interests. 
The alien-property custodian shall forthwith deposit in the 
Treasury of the United States, as hereinbefore provided, the 
proceeds of any such property or rights so sold by him." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its dis- · 

agreement to the amendment of the Senate ni1mbered 4, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert "$2,000 "; and the Senute agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate nurnbE;red 5, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 
sum named in said amendment insert " $800,000 " ; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all 
of the matter inserted by said amendment after the word: 
" Statutes," in line 8, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
"$50,000 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: in lieu of the 
sum named in said amendment insert " $35,000 " ; and the Sen
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and 
agree to the same wah an amendment as follows: At the end 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
" : P1·ovided, That no part of this sum shall be expended on 
this building until after the acceptance of such plans, specifica
tions, and bids as will complete the building within the au
thorized limit of cost." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow
ing: " and including not to exceed $25,000 to be expended on 
or adjoining other Government reservations or works for the 
protection of the civil population"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House· recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numberoo 18, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment in~ert the follow
ing: 
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" Quai·antine service: For maintenance and ordinary expenses, [ doned, m.· so damaged a to be unfit for service, may be replaced 
cxclu ive of pay of officers and employees, of quarantine sta- in ki.ru1 from Government property on band by the supply officer 
tions, and including not exceeding $500 for printing, $25,000." or quartermaster of the organization to whicll the person en-

And the Senate agree to the same. titled thereto belongs or Y\·ith 'vhich he is serving upon the 
Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its order of the coi:nmanding officer thereof. 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, " Tender of replacement or the determination made by the 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu Secretary of 'Var upon a claim pre. ented as provided for in the 
of the sum ru1med in said amendment insert " 10,000"; and foregoing paragraphs shall con titute a final determination 
the Senate agree to the same. of any claim cognizable under this act, and such claim shall 

Amendment numbered 25 : That the House recede from its not thereafter be reopened or considered by any accounting offi
di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, cer or court of the United States. 
and agree to the same ·with an amendment as follows; In lieu "No claim arising under this act shall be considered unless 
of the sum named in said amendment insert " $3,000,000" ; and made within one year from the time that it accrued, or pre-
the Senate agree to the same. • sented within six months after peace is established. 

Amendment numbered 26a: That the House recede from its "For the payment of. any awards hereunder there is appro-
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26a, printed the sum· of $200,000." 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu And the Senate agree to the same. 
of th~ sum proposed insert " $600,000 " ; and the Senate agree Amendment numbered G3 : That the Hou e recede from its 
to the same. disagreement to the amendment of the Senat numbered G5, 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its and agree to the same with nn amendment as follow : On page 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and 49 of the bill, in line 20, strike out the \\""ord " Eigllth " and in
agree to the same with :m amendment a follows: In lieu of the ert in lieu thereof the word " Ninth n ; and the Senate agree to 
sum proposed insert " $5,000,000 " ; an<l the Senate agree to the the same. 
same. Amendment numbered 73 :· That the House recede from its 

Amendment numbered 37: That the Hou e recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, and 
di~a grcement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
a"Te~ to the Fame with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the the sum proposed in ert ." $2,500,000,.; and the Sen.n.te agree to 
sum proposed insert " $26,358,176 "; and the Senate agree to the the same. 
same. Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its 

Amendment numbcrect 39: That the House recede from its disag1·eement to the amendment of the S-enate numbered 7 , 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
a ,.ree to tlle same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the of the urn named in said amendment insert the following: 
sum proposed. insert" $61,252,744"; and the Senate agree to the "$560,000, or so much thereof as may be nece sary "; anti the 
same. Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment mm1bered 40: That the House recede from its Amendment numbered 80: That the Hou e recede from its 
di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and disagreement to. the. amendment of the Senate numbered 80, 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
sum proposed insert" $18,681,820 "; a·nd the Senate agree to the of the sum proposed insert "$150,000"; and the Senate agree to 
same. the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its Amendment numbered 82: That the. Hou e recede from it 
disngreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and di agreement to the· amen<lment of the Senate numbered 82, 
agree to the same with an amendment a follows: In lieu of the and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
sum proposed insert '' $9,194,100"; and the s~mate agree to the of the matter inserted by aid amendment in ert the follo"·ing: 
same. " For support of Indian clay boarding, and industrial schools, 

An1endment numbered 43: That the House recede from its in addition to the general and -specific appropriations made for 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and that purpose in the Indian· appropriation act for the fiscal year 
a ...,.i'ee to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 1918, ~0,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Pro
sum proposed insert "$19,654,300 "; nnd the Senate agree to the vided, That the operation of the aet of September 7, 1D16 (35 
same. Stat. L., 741), limiting annual expenditures :Cor support and 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its education of pupil ·in Indian schools to $200 per capita, is 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, hereby suspended during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1:ns: 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu Prot·ided turthc1·, That no part of this sum shall be expentlecl 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: upon improvements or used to increase the compensation of 

lairDs of officers and enlisted men for lo of private employee ." 
property destroyed in the military service: Property belonging And the Senate agree to the same. 
to officers, enlisted men, and member of the Nurse Corps Amendment numbered 84: 'Lhat the Hou e recede from its 
(female) of the .Army, which they .are required by law or regu- disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 84, and 
lations to ow'll and u e in field service in the performance of agree to the same with an amendment as follo'TS ~ In lieu of th 
their duties, which since the 5th day of April, 1917, has been, sum proposed in ·ert "$200,000"; and the Senate agree to the 
or shall hereafter be, lost, damaged, or deStroyed in the mill- , same. 
tary service, shall be replaced, or the damage thereto, or its · Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its 
value, recouped to the owner as hereinafter provided, when such disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 85, and 
loss, damf.lge, or destruction has occurred or shall hereafter agree to the ·same with au amendment as follows: In line 13 
occur without fault or negligence on the _part of the owner in of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word 
anv of the following circumstance : •• subsistence," inSert the following : " and not exceeding $5,340 

'' First. When such private property so lost or destroyed was for personal services in the District of Columbia " ; and the 
shipped Qn board an unseaworthy ve sel by order of an officer Senate agree to the same. 
authorized to give such order or direct such shipment, or de- Amendment numbered 86: That the House recede from its 
stroyed by the enemy or by shipwreck. disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and 

"Second. 'Vhen it appears that such private property was agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 
so lost or destroyed in consequence of its owner having given of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word u in
his attention to the saving of property belonging to the United creased," insert the following: " during the fi cal year 1918 " ; 
State • which was in danger at the same time and in similar and in line 12 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike 
circumstances. out the following: "or which shall be made~· ; and the Senate 

" Third. When such private property is destroyed or cap- agree to the same. 
tured by the enemy, or is destroyed to prevent its falling into Amendment immbered 9: That the House reced from its 
the hands of the enemy, or is abandoned by reason of military disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and 
emergency requiring its abandonment. agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 

"The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to examine the sum proposed insert"' $500,000"; and the Senate agree to 
into, ascertain, and determine the value of such property · lost, the same. 
destroyed, captured, or abandoned as specifioo in the foregoing .~.\..mendment numbered 90: That the House recede from it 

\ 
paragraphs, or the amount of the damage thereto, as the case disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and 
may be; and the amount of such value or dn.mage so ascer- agree to the same with an runendment as follows: In lieu of 

ltained and determined shall be paid from appropriations made the sum proposed in ert "$300,000.,.,; and the Sen_ate agt·ee to 
,therefor, or such property lost,. destroyed, captured, o~ a ban- the same. -
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Amendment numbered 100: That the House recede from its 

•Usagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 100, 
anti agree to the same with an am~n<lment a.<_; follows : In lieu of 
the urn named in sai<l amendment ini:icrt ".:125,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same . 

.Amendment numbered 119: That tbe House recede from its 
ill ·agreement to the amendment of the Senate nwnbered 119, and 
ngree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
mm propo...:e<l insert " . 1,:!00,000 " ; ::mu the Senate agree to 
the same. -· 

Amendment nmnbcreu 120: That the House recede from its 
1Jisagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12Q, 
nnd a,.ree to the same with .an amendment as follows: _In lieu of 
the sum nru.ne<l in ~aid umcndmcnt in ert ·• 50,000 " ; and the 
,··ennle agree to tbe _arne. 

SwACllB SHERLEY, 
JOHN J. E.iGAN, 
J. G. CANNON, 

Managers on .fhe part ot the HOuse. 
THOMAS S. MARTI ~, 
0. W. UNDERWOOD, 
F. E. \V ImEN, 

Jfunayers on the part of tlzc Senate. 

On No. 7: Strike out the appropriation of $20,000, inserted 
by the Senatl', for transportation of diplomatic and consular 
officers. 

On No. ·8: Appropriates $(?0,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
for the relief and protection of American seamen. 

On No. 9: Appropriates $50,000, instead of $300,000 as pro
posed by the Senate, for emergencies arising in the Diplomatic 
und Consular Service, antl strikes out the authority for the 
use of this sum for personal services in the District of Columbia. 

On No. 10: Appropriates $35,000, instead of $100,000 as pro
posed by the Senate, for ~ontingent expenses of United State::; 
consulate~. 

On No. 11: Appropriates $7,000 as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $3,GOO as proposed by the House, for miscellaneou. · 
contingent items in the Treasury Depa1·tment. 

On N <n 12 ~ Appropriates $5,000 as proposed by the House, in
stead of $11,000 _a.s propo ed by the Senate, for f-urniture for 
the Tren ury Department. 

On No. 13 ~ Appropriates $500,000, a.S proposed by the Senate, 
for beginning the construction of the Treasury Building Anne. , 
modified so as to provide that no part of the sum appropriated 
shall be expended until after the acceptance of such plan , 
specifications, and bids as will complete the builcllng within the 
authorized limit of cost. 

TA~\t:E~T. On No. 14: Appropriates $300,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
The managers on the part of the House at the conference for salaries and expenses of the Customs ·Service in enforcing 

on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments the espionage act and trading-with-the-enemy act. · 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R . 9867) making appropriations On Nos. 15, 16, 17, and 18, relating to the Public Realth 
to supply urgent deficiencies. in appropriation for the fiscal Service: Appropriates $20,000 us proposed by the House., in- -
year ending June 30, 1918, and prior fi ·cal years, on account of stead of 30,000 as proposed by the Senate, for fuel, light, and 
war e:\.-pense ·, and for other purposes, ~mbmit the following water for marine hospitals; extends, as proposed by the Senate, 
written statement in explanation of the effect of the f'.ction the use of the fund of 500,000 for the control of communicable 
ngreeU. upon by the conference committee and submitted in diseases in areas adjoining military and naval reservations to 
the accompanying conference report a to each of said amend- other Government re ervations and works for the protection of 
ment , namely: the civil population, and strikes out the increase of .$25,000 

On No. ,1: Insert· the pnragraph proposed by the Senate, au- prop<;>secl by the Senate; appropriates $25,000, instead. of $30,000 
1horizing the Pre ident to purchase for the United States the as proposed by the Senate, for maintenance and ordinary ex· 
11roperty on the Hmlson River owned by the North German penses of the Quarantine Service. 
Lloru Dock Co. and the Hamburg-Amel'ican Line Terminal & On Nos. 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24, relating to the District_ of 
~ ·migntion Co., and eliminates therefrom that portion of the Columbia: Appropriates • 50,000, as proposed by the Senate, for 
amendment which pro-vides that if the per on entitled to receive replacing the fender of the Highway Bridge across the Potomac 
payment for the property is not atis.tie<l with the amount de- River; inserts the paragraph, proposed by the Senate, ex
terrnine<l upon by the Pre ident such per on shall be paid 75 tending during the fi cal year 1918, the appropriation for paving 
per c-ent of U1e amount ~o determined by the President and Park Road i appropriates $10,000, instead of $15,000 as proposed 
:;;ha1l be permitted to sue the United States to recover such by the Senate, for the use of school buildings as community 
further .·um in addition to the 75 per cent as will b just rom- forums and civic centers; appropriates $5,000 as proposed by 
pens:uion for such property. the Senate, instead of $3,000 as proposed by the House, for re-

n No.!!: Inserts a ulJ titute for the amen<Jment of the Sen- pairs to the fire boat; appropriates $12,000, as proposed by the 
ate \vhich modifies the fourth paragra})h of section 12 of the Senate, for a new elevator for the Emergency Hospital ; and up
present trading-with-the~enemy act, as follows: Authorizes the propriates $66,700, as proposed by the Senate, for the extension 
alien property cu todian to dispose of property, other than of water mains to accommodate the new temporary Government 
mom-;r, as though he were the absolute owner thereof instead office buildings. 
of under the existing law, which permits him to dispose of it On No. 25: Appropriates $~000,000, instead of 4,470,747.30 as 
.: only wllen neces ary to pre\ent wa to and to protect such proposed by the Senate, for temporary employees for the War 
property." · Department 

The substitute further pl'ovid~, in lieu of the Senate require- On No. 26: Insert th-e paragraph, propo cd by the Senate, ~u-
ment that property . hall be sold only at public auction and to thorizing the Chief of Ordnance to appoint an Army officer 
the highest bidder, that any property sold, except to the United serving in his office to act as disbursing o:fficer for the payment 
,"'tates, hall be sold only to American citizens, at public sale -of civilian employees in the Ordnance Office during the fiscal 
to the highest biddN', after public advertisement of the time year 1918. 
:.nll place of ale, which . hall be where the property or a major On No. 26a: Appropriates ., 600,000, instead of $488,000 as pro,.. 
portion thereof is sihlated unless the President, stating the I posed by the Rouse, and 738,208.83 as proposed by the Senate, 
reasons therefor, in the public interest shall otherwe:e deter- for rontingent expenses of the ·war Department. 
mine; and reserves to the alien property custodian, upon the On No. 27: Appropriates $2 9,899.95, as proposed by the Sen
ortler of the President, who shall state the rea ons therefor, ate, for i-ent of building~ in the District of Columbia for the 
the right to reject all bid and resell such property at public War Department. 
r-;ule or otherwise ~s tho President may direct. The nbstitute On J.. :ro. 28 : Insert the paragraph, proposed by tbe Senate, 
further provides a fine of $10,000 or impri olllllent for 10 years, authorizlng tile Secretary of War to erect a telephone switch
or both, and forfeiture of the property to the United States board building between Seventeenth and Eighteenth and F and 
upon C()nviction of any person lJurchasing property from the G Street NW., in the District of Columbia. 
alien property custoilian for an un(lisclosed principnl, m· for On Nos. 29, 30, and 31, relating to armories and arsenals: 
r ~ale to a person not a citizen of the United States, or for the .Appropriates $95,000, as proposed by the Senate, for improving 
benefit of a person not a citizen of the United State . the water-power plant at Rock Island Arsenal ; strikes out 'the 

On No. 3 : Appropriates $37,000 as proposed by the Senate, appropriation of $100,000, proposed by the Senate, fo1· the ('X· 
in:t ad of ·$20,000 as proposed by the House, for salaries and tension of the main office building at the Watertown Arsenal; 
cxpennes of tlle Employees' Compensation Commission. and makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill. 

Ou No. 4: Appropriates , 2,000, instead of $5,000 as proposed On No. 32: .Appropriates $2,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
hy the • enate, and $1,500 as proposed by the House, for the . for fuel for the Executive Mansion and greenhouseB. 
I ... <?gi. ·lative Reference Bureau of the Library of Congress. I On No. 33: Appropriates $1,500; as proposed by the Senate, 

On ~To. 5: Appro-priates $800,000, instead of $1,018,331 a· l for heating offices, watchmen s lodges, and the greenhouses at 
proposed by the Senate, for salaries an<l expenres of the War the propagating gardens. 
Trauc Board. On No. 34 : Appropriates $2,000, as pro-posed by the Senate, 

On No. 6 : Appropriate~ $27,856_72, as proposed lJy the Senate, ·for flK'l nnd -miF-Cellaneou · expense of the Washington 1\Ionu .. 
for contingent X1_1Cn~es of foreign missions. ment. 
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On No. 35: Strikes out the appropriation of $7~056.37 for re- On No. 75: Appropriates $2,500,000 as proposed by the Sen-
imbursement ·of the State of Massachusetts for expenses in sup- ate, instead of $500,000 as proposed by the House, for improve~ 
plying State troops at the request of the United States marshal ments at nayal ordnance stations. 
at Boston. On No. 76: .Appropriates $1,570,000 as proposed· by the House, 

On No. 36: Appropriates $5,000,000, instead of $5,500,000, as instead of $3,140.000 as proposed by the Senate, for improve~ 
proposed by the Senate, and $3,000,000, as proposed by the ment and equipment of nary yards. . 
House, for mileage of officers of the Army. On No. 77: Appropriates $55,072.25 as proposed by the House, 

On No. 37: Appropriates $26,358,176, instead of $28,358,176, instead of $222,935 as proposed by the Senate, for payment for 
as proposed by the Senate, and $23,293,076, as proposed by the land at the Hampton Roads, Va., naval operating base. 
House, for regular supplies of the Quartermaster Corps. .On No. 78: .Appropriates $560,000, or so much thereof as may 

On No. 38: Appropriates $4,500, as proposed by the Senate, be necessary, instead of $705,000 as proposed by the Senate, for 
for the expenses of the New York war port board. the purchase of land for naYal warellouses in South Brooklyn, 

On No. 39: Appropriates $61,252,744, instead of $67,252,744, N.Y. 
as proposed by the Senate, and $52,151,604, as proposed by the On No. 79: Appropriates $1,000,000 as proposed by the Senate 
House, for barracks and quarters. instead of $500,000 as proposed by the House, for repairs and 

On No. 40: .Appropriates $18,681,820, instead of $20181,820, preservations at navy yards and stations. 
as proposed by_ the Senate, and $13,996,820, as proposetl by the On No. 80: Authorjzes the use of $150,000 instead of $200,000 
House, for water and sewers at military posts. as proposed by the Senate, and $100,000 as proposed by the 

On ·No. 41: Appropriates $9,194,100, instead of $9,944,100, as House, for pay of clerical, inspection, and other services under 
proposed by the Senate, and $7,303,800, as proposed by the the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts -of the Navy. 
House, for roads, walks, wharves, and. drainage at militaryposts. On No. 81: .Appropriat£;s $1,180,000, as proposed by the Sen-

On Nos. 42 and 43, relating to the construction and repair ate, instead of $800,000 as proposed by the House, for the con
of Army hospitals : Appropriates $19,654,300, instead of $21,- tingent expenses of the Marine Corps. 
274,300, as proposed by the Senate, and $18,000,000, as proposed On No. 82: Appropriates $250,000 for the support of Indian 
by the House, and inserts the language, proposed by the Sen- schools, without reference to the per capita cost of maintenance 
ate, making the appropriation available for electrical work and therein, as proposed by the Senate, instead of under the limita-
cooking apparatus. tion of per capita cost as proposed by the House. 

On No. 44, relating to claims of officers and enlisted men of On No. 83: Strikes out the authority, proposed }?y the House, 
the Army for loss of private property: Inserts a substitute for for the use of not to exceed $50,000 of tile funds derived from 
the amendment of the Senate, which is printed in full elsewhere the sale of timber on the Red Lake Indian Forest, Minn. 
in this report and which is self-explanatory. On No. 84: Appropriates $200,000 instead of $250,000 as pro-

On No. 45: Appropriates $27,996,100, as proposed by the IiOSed by the Senate, and $150,000 as proposed by the House, for 
House, instead of $33,996,100, as proposed by the Senate, for the the examination and classification by the Geological Survey of 
manufacture of arms. lands for enlarged homesteads, stock-raising homesteads, public 

On No. 46: Appropriates $5,000,000, as proposed by the Sen- watering places, and stock dl'iveways. 
ate, for terminal storage and shipping buildings for use of tlle On No. 85 : Appropriates $150,000, t:s proposed by the Senate, 
Ordnance Department of the Army. to enable the Bureau of Mines to make necessary investigations 

On Nos. 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, in connection with the development of mineral products for use 
62, 63, and 64, relating to the temporary office buildings in in the war. 
Henry Park: Appropriates for the following additional em- On No. 86: Inserts the paragraph, proposed by the Senate, 
ployees, as proposed by the Senate: Assistant superintendent, adjusting the compensation of certain employees in St. Eliza
$2,000; messenger, $720; 3 electricians, at $1,000 each; 2 carpen- beth's Hospital, modified so as to confine such ct.djustment to 
ters, at $1,000 each; 2 general mechanics, at $1,000 each; chief the fiscal year 1918. 
engineer, at $1,400; 4 assistant engineers, at $1,200 each; steam On No. 87: Appropriates $20,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
fitter, at $1,080; 20 laborers, at $660 each; 20 guards, at $720 for expenses of the Post Office Department in connection with 
each; 1 forewoman of charwomen, at $300; and 20 charwomen, the enforcement of the espionage act and the trading-with-th~ 
at $240 each; omits 1 electrician, at $1,200, and 2 assistant en- enemy act. 
gineers, at $1,400 each; provides, as proposed by the Senate, On Nos. 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96,· 97, 98, 90, and 100, 
that ·the superintendent of the State, War, and Navy Building relating to the Postal Service: Appropriates $300,000 as pro
shall serve as superintendent of buildings in Henry Park; and posed by the Senate, instead of $150,000 as proposed by tlle 
appropriates $100,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the com- House, for miscellaneous expenses at first and second class post 
pletion of said buildings. offices; appropriates $500,000 instead of $600,000 as proposed 

. On No. 65: Inserts the language, proposed by the Senate, au- by the Senate, and $400,000 as proposed by the House, for 
thorizing the Secretary of the Navy to contract for the heating vehicle service; appropriates $300,000 instead of $400,000 as 
of the temporary office buildings in Potomac Park, if, in his proposed by the Senate, and $250,000 as proposed by tlle House, 
judgment, it would be more economical than to erect and op- for mail-messenger service; inserts the limitation, proposed by 
erate a separate power plant, and corrects an error as to the the Senate, upon the appropriation for the censorship of mails, 
location of one of the buildings on the Mall. to prohibit the use of that sum for paying expenses of censor-

On No. 66: Strikes out the language, inserted by the Senate, ing mail from the military forces in Europe which has been 
providing for the removal of the temporary office buildings in censored in Europe; appropriates $60,000, as proposed by the 
Seaton Park within two years after the conclusion of the war Senate, for the manufacture of postage stamps; appropriates 
and the use of that park as part of the Botanic Garden. $700,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the manufacture of 

On No. 67 : Provides that the maintenance and protection of stamped enyelopes ; appropriates $180,000, as proposed by the 
the temporary office buildings authorized in this act shall be Senate, for the payment of indemnity on lost domestic mail 
under the supervision and direction of the superintendent of matter; appropriates $160,000, as proposed by the Senate, for 
the State, War, and Navy Department Building as proposed stationery; appropriates $10,000, as proposed by the Senate,· 
by the Senate, instead of under the officer in charge of public for the repair of stamps and stamping devices; appropriates 
buildings and grounds, as proposed by the House. $35,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the shipment of sup-

On Nos. 68, 69, and 70, relating to the Navy· Department : plies; appropriates $40,000, as proposed by the Senate, for 
Strikes out the appropriation, proposed by the Senate, of $1,575 equipment for city-delivery service; and appropriates $125,000, 
for additional employees in the office of the Secretary of the instead of $250,000 as proposed by the Senate, for mail bags. 
Navy and strikes out the appropriation of $1,000, proposed by On Nos. 101, 102, and 103, relating to tr~ Department of 
the Senate, for additional books. _ Justice: Strikes out the appropriations inserted by the Senate, 

On No. 71: Appropriates $5,499,737 as proposed by the Senate, as follows: $2,500 for furniture and repairs, $2,500 for stu
instead of $2,000,000 as proposed by the House, for tools and rna- tionery, and $7,500 for miscellaneous items. 
chinery plant for the Naval Gun Factory at 'Vashington, D. C. On, Nos. 104, 105, and 106, relating to the Coast Survey: 

On No. 72: Strikes out the appropriation of $25,000 proposed Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, for three dynamo 
by the Senate, for contingent expenses of the Bureau of Ord- tenders at $1,080 each and three laborers at $840 each; strikes 
nance of the Navy Department. out the appropriation of $8,000 for additional expenses in the 

On No. 73 : Appropriates $2,500,000, instead of $4,144,000 as preparation of charts. 
proposed by the Senate, and $750,000 as proposed by the House, On Nos. 107 and 108, relating to the Lighthouse Service: Ap-
for maintenance of navy yards and docks. propriates $15,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the installa~ 

On No. 74: Appropriates $2,750,000 as proposed by the House, lion of an electrica1ly operated fog-signal whistle on the east 
instead of $7,750,000 as proposed by the Senate, for temporary breakwater at Nantucket, l\Iass.; appropriates $150,000 as pro
hospital construction for the Navy. · posed by the Senate, inst~ad of $100,000, as proposed by the 
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Hou e, for reestablishing anti repairing structures on the At
lantic coast damaged or destroyed by ice or storms. 

On Nos. 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, anti 117, relating 
to tile Senate: Appropriates for items under the Senate in the 
amounts and in the manner proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 118: Appropriates for two additional telephone op
erators at the rate of 900 each for the House of Representa
tives from April 1 to June 30, 1918. 

On Nos. 119 and 120, relating to the Government Printing 
Office: Appropriates 1,200,000 instead of $1,5 5,841.49 as pro
posed by the Senate, and $1,000,000 as propoNed by the House, 
for printing and binding for the War Department; and appro
priates $50,000, in tcad of $100,000 as propo ed by the Senate, 
for printing nud bincling for the Nm-y Department. 

SWA.GAR S:EIE!lLEY, 
Jon~ J. EAGAN, 
J. G. C~NNON, 

Jlanuuus on the part of til e House. 

. T.AXD.AllD WEIGITTS OF FLO"C"TI, :ME.A.L, ETC, 

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr: Speaker, yesterday I introduectl !1 bill · 
(H. R. 10057) to establish the standard of weights and measures 
for flours, me:Us, and commercial feeding stuffs, and for other 
purpose.,, and it was referred to the Committee on Agricultme. 
I think it should properly have been referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and 1\leasures, and I ask unanimous con-
ent to have it so referred. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio ~sks unanimous 

consent to re-refel' the bill H. R. 10957, which :fixes the weight 
of flour and meal, from the Committee on Ag1·iculture to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and !\rea '.lre . Is there ob
jection? 

Ml·. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. 1\lr. Speaker, reser·dng the 
right to object, has the gentleman conferred with the chairman 
of the Committee on Agriculture respecting this? 
, Mr. ASHBROOK. I have not; but I introduced the bill myself, 

and it refers to the fixing of standard weights and measures of 
these commodities, and should properly go to the Committee on 

oinage, Weights, and 1\leasures. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. \Vill not tl1e gentleman be 

willing· to wait until 1\Ir. LE\ER, the cbairmnn of the Committee 
on Agriculture, is pre eut? 

The SPEAKER Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

E~TIOLLED BILL It; ~mn. 

The • 'PE.A.KER announced his ~ igunture lo elli'oiled bill of 
tile following title :-

S. 3G 9 . .A.n act authorizing the Postma:ter General to cancel 
or reaujust the sct·een-wagon conh·act of H. II. Hogan, at Kan
l:l.'lR City, 1\lo. 

CIVIL- ERYICE EL\MIX~1'IO:X '- CO-'FERE_"CE ImPORT. 

-:Jrr. GODWIN of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 
conference report on Senate joint re olution 117, amending the 
net of July 2, 1D09, governing the l.Jolding of civil-service ex
aminations. and move its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report. 
The Clerk read the conference report as follo"'S: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 

t\To Hou es on the amen<lments of the House to the joint resolu
tion (S. J. Res. 117) amending the act of July 2, 1900, govern
ing the holding of civil-service examinations, having met, after 
full anti free conference, have agreed to recommend and do 
rccolllmend to their re pective House as follow : 

That the Senate recede f-rom its disagreement i.o the amend
me-nt. of the Hon. nnmbr1·ed 1, 2, nnd 3, and agree io the snmc. 

H. L. GopwL.,, 
.c. D. CARTEr:, 

Jlanaycr on the 21art of tltc House. 
I~l\~TH l\IcKELT...lr:, 
flEF.D SMOOT, . 

Jfall{t{}crs on tllc part of tllC , c11atc. 

The SPE...ili.ER. Tltc que. tion i on n::rreeing to the confer-
ence report. . 

Mr. CAN~ON. M1·. Speaker, will the genOemnn make a state
ment in respect to this? 

Mr. GODWIN of Korth Carolina. Mr. Speaker, U1e Senate 
receded from its ilisagrecment to the amendment · of the House, 
and agreed to .adopt the resolution ns it pas cd the House. 

Mr. GILLET'.r. 1\Ir. Speaker, thi · i. signeu by au of the con- · 
fercc.·? 

JHr. GOD,YIN of ~orth Carolina. rt j · signoo by t,yo and the 
ot11cr I conlU not act, be<:nusc he \\a. ont of the city. 

Mr. GILLETT. I unucrstand fuat one of the conferees tiid 
not ha-ve any notice of t.he conference and knew nothing about it. 

Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina. IDs office was called up 
twice, but be was away, his secretary told me, attending the 
funeral of the late Representative CAPSTICK in New Jersey. The . 
Senate withd1·ew its disagreement to the House amendment. 
There could not have been any controversy. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer-
ence report. . 

The conference report was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. This is Unanimous Consent Calendar day. 
Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpo e does the gentleman from 

Ohio rise? . . 
Mr. ASHBROOK. 1\Ir. Speak;er, I ask unanimous consent for 

one minute's time in order to make a statement to the House. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks for one min

ute. I · there objeetion? 
Mr. W ALSII. What is it about? 

• Mr. ASHBROOK. Well, I can explain to the gentleman in 
one minut~ During the past week I have had referred to me 
by l\Iembcr · of this Hou e I presume at least 100 letters con
cerning the bill H. R. 2878. 

1\Ir. 'V ALSll. I have no objection. 
l\lr. ASHBROOK. There eems to be some ort of a propa

ganua going around about this bill of which I ll.ave no knowl
edge. The bill is a bill introduced by the gentleman from 
l\Ias ··achusdt [1\.Ir, TILSON] to regulate and control the mnnu
facture, sale. and use of weigllts and measures and of weighing 
and measuring devices. These letters all read about the same, 
and I will rend one pa.rngraph from this letter: 

We are advi ed there is now pending befoTe CongJ.·ess a re olution 
for the withdrawal of H. R. 2878 from the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures in order to permit action upon it. 

I wiNh to say to the IIouse that the author of this bill has 
made no request to have the bill considered and the committee 
bas not consid~red the bill, and so far as I know there has not 
been a resolution introduced in the House asking to have the bill 
withdrawn from the Coinage, Weights, and Measures Committee. 

1\Ir. LONGWORTH. Is that in reference to the metric 
system? 

Mr. ASHBROOK. That i.J· the bill so call~ti the gentleman re
ferred to ; yes, sir. 

The SPE.1KER. To-tiny is Unanimous Consent Calendar t1ay, 
anl11.he 1erk will report the first bilL 

\OC.ATIOX..U. EDUCATIOX. 

The first Lu. ine s in order on the Calenuu.r .for -uanimuu-' 
Cousent was the joint re olution (S. J. Res. 110) to amentl an 
act entitled "An act to provide for the promotion of vocntionnl 
education," app1·oved February 23, 1017. 

Tl.Je Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER Is there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. · Mr. Speaker, re eni.Dg tho rlgllt to oh

ject, I am authorized by the gentleman frolll Florida t.llr. 
SE..i.Rs] who reported this bill to say that this matter has bee-n 
covereti in the urgent deficiency bill just agreed to in confer
ence and to object to it and to move to-lay the bill .on the table. 

The· SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wi. consin mo•es to 
lay this bill on the table for the reason stated. 

The motion was agreed to. · 
:llED..U.S OR DEOOR~TIO:S FROM FOREIG~ ~ aon:.r.1 ML~TS. 

The next business in order on the Unanimous Con. nt eal
endar was the bill ( S. 27D6) to permit ..imerican citizens to 
wear medals or decorations received fTom certain foreign coun
tries on entering the military or nayal service or th Dnite<1 
States, and for other purpo e . 

The Clerk read the bill by title. ' 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. PADGETT. 1\lr. Speaker, there i ~ objection to tho bill. 

I spoke to the gentleman from Nebraska [l\Ir. SuALLENBEI:G.ER}, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, some <lays ago, and lle 
stated that the commiltee did not intend to push the bill, . o I 
will ask that it be pa&.--ed over until he come in. · 

The .SPEAKER. The gentlemnn a. ks to pa . · o"Vcr thi: hill 
without prejudice. 

l\Ir. MONDELL. Wm the gentleman yield to me? 
:Mr. PADGETT .. Yes, sir. 
Jll.r. 1\fONDELL. \Vl1at is the character of the objec tion to 

this legislation? 
Mr. ·PADGETT. The objection is tl.Jnt the ~acy Department 

wrote me a letter ob:i.!!cting to it, so far as thnt c pnrbnent 
was concerned, on the ground that our men slloult.l not receive 
medals from ot11er countries; lliat they shoulr1 look to their 
own country and their 0\\"11 senice for the me<lnls. I hatl an 
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official letter from the Secretary of the Navy on the matter, 
and I spoke to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SHALLEN-. 
BERGER] about it, and he said, having given it :further considera
tion after he reported it, that he was i.Iiclined · to the same 
opinion ; that he did not intend to push the bill or to have it 
passed. 

Mr. 1\fONDELL. Is there objection from the War D~ 
partment? · 

1\fr. PADGETT. I do not know ~bout the War Department. 
I am not advised. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to passing this bill over 
without prejudice? 

Mr. FOSTER. As I understand it, the gentleman wants to 
pass it over temporarily until the gentleman :from-Nebraska can 
come in. · 

The SPEAKER. That is all right. • 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 

object, I do not object to the bill being kept on the calendar, 
but I do not want it taken up again during the day, and unless 
it can be passed over until some other day I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. 'Vllat does -the gentleman :from Tennessee' 
~y? . 

Mr. STAFFORD. 1\Ir. Speaker, in view of the statemen~ 
made by the gentleman :from Alabama, I ask· unanimous consent 
that the bill be placed at the foot of the calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman :from Wisconsin asks that 
the bill be passed without prejudice a.nd put at the foot of the 
calendar. Is there any objection to that? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

MEDALS OF HONOR AND DISTINGUISHED-SERVICE MEDALS. 

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous 
Consent was the bill (S. 1720) to provide . for the award of 
medals of honor and distinguished-service medals. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, this is a most importan't bill, 

and I do not think it should be considered by unanimous con
sent, and therefore I object. 

:Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman withhold the objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. I will withhold the objection. 
Mr. MADDEN. I hope there will not be any objection to 

this bill. This is a matter that relates to our own soldiers and 
sailors. 

1.\Ir. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I think some such bill should be passed, but there is a committee 
amendment to the bill which is very objectionable, and unless 
some understanding can be had in regard to that particular 
:feature ·of the bill I agree with the gentleman from Wisconsin 
thnt the bi11 ought hot to be considered at this time. This 
nmenclment would open all the military records of the past to 
search with a view to granting these new medals for alleged 
acts of gallantry or merit in all the years that have passed. 
In that respect it changes very' profoundly the character of the 
bill as the Senate passed it. It is a matter of such importance 
that it ought not to be considered now unless there can be an 
understanding in regard to that particular section. 

I do not see any member of the Military Committee here 
prepared to make a statement with regard to the bill. 

1.\Ir. STAFFORD. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill may be passed over without prejudice and take 
its place at the foot of the calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks that 
the bill be passed by without prejudice and go to the foot of 
the calendar·. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
GEORGIA EXPERIMENT STATION. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the joint resolution (H. J'. Res. 231) authorizing the Sec
retary of Agriculture to certify to the Secretary of the Treas
ury for payment, and the Sec,retary of the Treasury to pay, the 
approprintion for the Georgia E~rperiment Station of the State 
of Georgia, ·under act of March 4, 1917, for the fiscal year end
ing June 30, 1918, to the board of trustees of the Agricultural 
and Mechanical College of the State of Georgia, and for other 
purposes. 

The bill was reported by title. 
l\Ir. MO!IDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

I would like to have the attention of the gentleman from 
Georgia [1\fr. ·wrsE] who has cha_rge of this resolution. I shall 
not object to the resolution provided the gentleman offers an 
amendment, which I think he is prepared to offer, making it 
clear what appropriations are to be paid to this college. 

1\-lr. WISE. I haYe an amendment of that kind. 

Mr. 1\IONDELL. The gentleman has such an amendment, 
and there are two other amendments to which I desire to call 
the gentleman's attention. On page 5, line 3, the word "here
after" is used. That word is entirely superfluous, because that 
particular part · of the resolution refers to the payment of a 
specific appropriation. There is no necessity for using the · 
word "hereafter" in that connection. Without that word both 
the Secretary of Agriculture and the Secretary of the Treasury 
are directed to make this payment for the fiscal year ending 
J'une 30, 1918. ·so that is entirely superfluous. 

Now, in line 8, the word " all " is used. The objection to the 
use of that word is this, that while it is the intent and purpose 
to direct the · Secretary of Agriculture to pay future appropl:·ia
tions to this particular institution, it is not intended, I assume, 
to direct him by congressional action to pay them to thi~ insti
tution if conditions should change in the institution whereby it 
failed some time in the future, some failure not now existing in 
connection with the present situation, to do its duty in the 
expenditures· of these funds. The bill is just as strong witl10ut 
the use of the word ."all," except that it does not project the 
congressional direction to the end of time and without regard 
to new conditions that might arise. And let me suggest to the 
gentleman that some time in the :future the Georgia Legislature 
might create a new condition if they desired to have the funcl 
transferred, in which case the word " all " would stand as a bar 
to doing that. I assume the gentleman does not care to go 
that far. 

1\fr. WISE. No. I will state to the gentleman I did not con
strue this as the gentleman does. However, I have no objection 
to that amendment. The gentleman will noti~e that tllis appro· 
priation is to be ·made in accordance with the act of the General 
Assembly of Georgia, which directs the. appropriation to a cer
tain institution. 

l\1r. MONDELL. That is true. 
Mr." WISE. Now, if the general assembly should amend that 

act, I do not think the word "all" would make any difference. 
Mr. 1\IONDELL. Still the word "all" in an act of Congress 

would stand as a bar as to a change of I a w by the Georgia 
Legislature, and, further, it would compel the Secretary to paY, 
the money to this institution, although it failed to properly 
expend the :funds. If the gentleman will accept these amend
ments, I shall not object. 

1\Ir. WISE. I have no objection· to striking out the word 
"all." 

l\1r. STAFFORD. 1\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
the directors of the Association of Agricultural Colleges ancl 
Experiment Stations have taken action in opposition to this bill. 
They predicate their opposition to it on :fundamental grounds 
that are vital in the expenditure of Government furids for the 
use of experiment stations in the respective States. They claim 
that it is vital, if the agricultural interests of this country are 
going to have the benefits from the utilization of the various 
funds that Congress appropriates under the 1\Iorrill Act, unde1~ 
the Hatch Act, under the Adams Act, under the Smith-Lever 
Act, that there should be some concentration of those :funrts in 
one agency in each State. They think that it is a pure wasto 
of Government funds to allow this money to be appropriated 
for the benefit of this isolated experiment station, as it is pro
posed in this case, where that experiment station receives no 
appropriation from the State to support its activities and where 
it does not receive any educational benefit or direction from the 
said institution. This is an isolated case, one that has never 
been before presented to the attention of the House. 

At tlle time of the passage of the Hatch Act, as I recall, in 
1887, there were experiment stations located in three States 
independent of support from agricultural colleges. nut it has 
been the purpose of all the legislation since then that the ap
propriations that have been made by Congress should be at the 
disposal of some central authority in the State. This seeks to 
except that · and allow these :funds to go to an experiment sta
tion which receives substantially no support from the State 
whatsoever. 

1\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentleman if 
it is his ptupose to object. 

1\fr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman will permit. the Secretary 
of Agriculture is sh·ongly opposed to this biU, the representa
tives of the Association of Agricultural Colleges and Experiment 
Stations are unitedly in opposition to it, and opposed to the 
policy as establishing a precedent, an<l under those circum
stances I feel obliged to object--

1\Ir. CRISP. Is the gentleman aw:!re of the :fact that for 29 
years the Government has continued to pay the money allotted 
to Georgia under the Hatch Act to this institution, and that the 
Committee. on Agricultru·e has unanimously recommended that 
this bill pass; that this bill does not cost the Govemment one 
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cent, and that the present Se~retary of Agriculture for three 
years has paid this money to this institution, and that all Secre
taries for 29 years have paid it, up to this year? This bill 
simply requires that he shall continue to pay the money allotted 
Georgia to this institution, as it has been paid for 29 years. 

1\lr. STAFFORD. l\1r. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman's 
statement that this has the unanimous approval of the Com
mittee on Agriculture, I may say that in talking to one promi
nent member of that committee he stated it was not his inten
tion to favor, as this law does, for all time, the use of the appro
priation of the Federal money to this experiment station, but 
it should only go temporarily, until the State of Georgia by its 
legislation could rectify the condition. I have no objection to 
alloyo;·ing this fund to go temporarily to the State, but when the 
Secretary of Agriculture and the Association of Agricultural Col
leges and Experiment Stations take the united stand that this 
is again.st the best interests of agriculture in this country-and 
I may say parenthetically that I have given more than usual 
attention to. this bill, because-

1\fr. CRISP. I admit that the gentleman is an authority on 
agriculture. . 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman m~y be sarcastic, but when 
the representatives of the Association of Agricultural Colleges 
and E1..1>eriment Stations come to me and present their case I 
assume it is my duty to give them a hearing, and I have 
done so, because I want to do no injustice to the State of 
Georgia. I can say that I have no objection ta this money being 
appropriated temporarily for the use of this station. The only 
money that rs appropriated for its use is by Congress, which 
would constitute such a precedent that I am constrained to 
object. 

l\1r. l\IcLAUGIILIN of Michigan. 1\fr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield? · 

1\lr. STAFFORD. I will withhold the objection, allowing the 
gentleman from Michigan, who is a member of the committee, 
to make a statement. 

1\fr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. 1\Ir. Speaker, this bill was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture, of .which I am a mem
ber, and referred by the committee to a subcommittee of which 
I became a member, and I know something about it. 

The act of Congra~~s under which this money is payable to 
the States provides among other things that an annual appro
priation shall be made to experiment stations organized in a 
certain way at the time that the act was passed. The station 
in Georgia was not organized until a "little later, a little more 
than a year later, as I remember, but each Secretary of Agri
culture, from the time the station was organized in Georgia 
until this . very year, has recognized it as the proper institution 
in Georgia to receive the money, and ou of annual appropria
tions the allotment was made to this institution in Georgia 
during these years-29 years in all. It seemed to our committee 
that this institution, meeting all the requirements of the law 
ancl having been recognized so long, ought to continue to be 
recognized. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [l\Ir. S~J;AFFORD] says that the 
Secretary of Agriculture is strongly opposed to this act. The 
Secretary of Agricultm·e was twice asked, once by the Commit
tee on Agriculture as a whole and later by the subcommittee of 
that committee, to communicate with it and to state his rea
sons, because we respect him and his opinions ; and if one will 
read what the Secretary has said in both of his communications 
he will find that there is absolutely nothing in the Secretary's 
statement in support of the gentleman's objection except that 
the institution does not strictly come within the provisiop.s of 
the law, because it was organized, as I say, about a year after 
the law was pa sed. Peruse the statement made by the Secre
tary and peruse his report, his communication to the com
mittee and to the subcommittee, and you will find nothing, 
except what I have state<l, to justify the statement of the gen
tleman from "\Visconsin that the Secretary of Agriculture is 
opposed to this bill. 

Now, in-my, judgment, as a member of the committee and as 
a member of the subcommittee, this institution in Georgia 
justifies and, during the years past, has justified the payment 
of t11e money to it by the Secretary of Agriculture, and it 
seems to me the statute of limitations runs against the proposi
tion· that the money ought now to be withheld. There is no 
question as to the character of the institution.. There is no 
question but that the money has been properly used. There 
is a difference of opinion in Georgia, which has arisen lately, 
some jealousy between the heads of the different institutions 
in that ·st.ate4 and the head of one of the institutions that has 
not been · receiving any of this money thinks his institution 
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ought to receive it; or, at least, hts feeling against the insti
tution at present receh·ing it is such that he would be willing to 
deprive that institution of the beitefit of the money. . 

In my judgment the bill is right. Perhaps it would be better 
if the word " hereafter " were stricken out. Perhaps it would 
be better and safer if the amendment suggested by the gentle
man from Wyoming [Mr. MoNDELL] were followed, to strike 
out the word "alL" But this year's money ought to be paid 
to that institution in Georgia, and the statements of the gen
tleman from Wisconsin are not borne out by the facts as they 

·have been brought to the attention of the Committee on Agri
culture and as I believe they exist. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. l\IONDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right · to object, 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD] objects to the 
measure on the ground that it establishes a dangerous prece
dent. 

Well, it was contemplated at the time of the passage of the 
Morrill and Hatch Acts and realized when these other acts 
were passed that conditions might arise when it would be 
necessary for Congress to designate specifically the institution 
which was for the time at least to receive the funds. Such a 
condition has arisen in Georgia. The only objection to the 
legislation as reported is that, without striking out the word 
"hereafter" and the word "all," it might be held· to fix for 
all time the appropriations in this institution, without regard 
to c_hanging conditions there, either through the act of the 
Georgia Legislature or by ·reason of the failure of the insti
tution in future to comply with the law. But with the amend
ment I have suggested we are following out the spirit of t1.1e 
Hatch Act in designating, where there is a difficulty. of this 
kind and a misunderstanding, the institution that is to receive 
the money, so long as it complies with the provisions of the 
act and--. 

l\1r. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. 1\IONDELL. Yes; in just a moment. So long as the , 

moneys are properly expended. 
Now, if you will strike out the word "hereafter" arid the 

word "all," it simply provides that last year's appropriation 
shall be paid to that institution and future appropriations shall 
be paid-future appropriations, so long, of course, as the insti
tution qualifies and continues to qualify under the acts-and 
there is no doubt about the moneys having been properly spent 
and about the institution having done good work. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that 

the governor of Georgia bad a conference with the Secretary of 
Agriculture here at Washington, at which representatives of 
the State of Georgia were present, and it was agreed between 
the governor of Georg'ia and the Secretary of Agriculture that 
a bill giving temporary relief should be introduced, so that the 
State of Georgia might take action whereby this fund would be, 
as in other States, distributed through the State college of agri
culture or the State university? 

The bill as presented in that form was not, although it had 
the full approval of the governor of the State, accepted by the 
local representatives of the State of Georgi-a. Furthermore, if 
the gentleman will permit, in view of the statement made by 
the gentleman from Michigan [l\1r. McLAUGHLIN], it seems 
indeed strange that in reporting the bill in this form no refer
ence whatsoever is made in the report to the attitude of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, nor is any reference made in that 
report to the letter in which be objected to the bill in its 
present form. 

I said in the beginning that I have no objection to the State 
of Georgia getting this money temporarily, until the State of 
Georgia can correct its laws whereby this fund can be utilized, 
as in other States, through one central agency. 

:Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman refers to the consul
tation of the representatives of Georgia where the Secretary was 
present. I happened to be one of them. The gentleman is in 
error when he says they agreed upon a resolution to take care 
of this institution temporarily. The first proposition . we indi
cate is to pay this money to the State university, a purely liter-
uyinstitu~~ · · 

Mr. STAFFORD. Was not the proposition to have this money 
go to the central institution and have that institution use it in 
connection with its other agricultural activities? . 

l\Ir: WISE. For 29 years it has been paid in accordance with 
the laws of Georgia. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. In the Morrill Act, in the H~1.tch Act, and 
in the Lever Act it was provided that the_ money should go to 
one central body in the .State, to be used. and coordinat~d in 
agricultural pursuits, whereas, if this bill passes, this money 
goes to this experiment station, as. it has gone for 29 years past , 
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an institution · for the suppMt o.f whicll not on cent has been 
nppropriated by tile • tate of Georgia. 

Mr. WISE. Th gentleman i · in error about tllat. In this 
very · a o the ~Iorrill funll goes to the State uniyersity. 

Mr. ST.A.FFORD. I am quite aware of that. 
1\Ir. 'YI, EJ. Originally the Secretary of Agriculture in ·isted 

tlmt tllis ._hould go to the State univer ity; but later, when he 
_wa informed that they hn.d a State agricultural college, which 
is nuder an entirely s pmate and di tinct board of trustees, 
he changed his view nnd sn.id that the funds might go to the 
State agricultural college. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Certainly, he "'\Vants it to go to some cen
tral institution which has support from the State and not to 
an instih1tion like thi experiment station, which has no sup
port from the tate. 

l\fr. WISE. The gentleman is in error about that. It tloes 
have some support from tlie State. 

Mr. STAFF RD. How much? 
Mr. WISE. The gentleman said it had none. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, well, a trifling amount. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
1\lr. STAFFORD. I object. 
Mr. WISE. I a k unanimous consent that tlli bill be r ru· ·eu 

O'fcr without prejudice. 
The SPEAKER.. The gentlema.n from Georgia asks unani

mous consent that the bill be pa ·.:ed over without prejudice. Is 
there objection? · · 

1\lr. STAFFORD. I object. . 

PA."n~T OF GUN POINTERS .AND GUN· CAPTAINS. 

Th next business on the Calendill' for Unanimous Conseut wa."' 
the bill ( S. ·3445) to autlwrize the payment of gun pointers and 
gun captains while temporarily absent from their regular ta .. 
tions, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bilL 
The SPE-llrER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Cal ndar. 
l\fr. P A..DGETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent tllat 

the bill be considered· in tho House as in Committee of the 
Whole. " 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Tennessee asks tllat 
this bill be considered in the Hour ns in ommittee of the 
Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That during the period of tile pr cnt war anv 

enlisted man of the Navy or Marine Corps who has qualified, or who mn."v 
hereafter qualify, as a gun pointer or _gun captain, and who has been. or 
may hereafter be, detailed as gun pomter or gun captain for a gun of 
the class for which qualified, shall be entitled to the additional pay now 
or hereafter provided for such qualification and detail while tempontrily 
ab ent by proper authority from the place \Vh~>re ordinarily required to 
perform duty undet· such detail, or while performing temporary duty 
which is nvt connected with such detail as gun polnte1· or gun captain. 

The bill was ordered to a third rending, and was accordingly 
read the third time and pas ed. 

On motion of 1\lr. PADGETT, a motion to reconsidel' the Yote uy 
which the bill was pas ed was laid on the table. 

1\fr. M LAUGHLIN of Michigan. Will the genlleman reserve 
his objection for a moment? Will the gentleman consent if the INDIANIIE.ill B,A.II.ROAD. 
word "hereafter" i stricken out, so that it will apply only to The next business on the Calendar for Unanlmou Con ~ent 
this year? was the bill (H. R. 6982) to authorize and empower the Secre-

l\fr. STAFFORD. I ... tated to the gentleman in my initial tary of the Navy to enter into and contract for the construction 
rt>.mark that I ha\e no objection what-oever to this money of a line of railway from a point in the Distrjct of Columbia to 

, being allotted to this experiment station for this year, until the Indianhead, l\fd. 
State of Georgia can provide for its future distribution, so ns to The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
conform to the way these appropriations arc distributed in The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
other States. · Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Reserving the right to object, 

Mr. WISE. I.E the gentleman will permit me, right there I I wish to say that I do not desire to question the advisability of 
should like to state that if you confine this to the present ap- the construction of this railroad. Neither do I wish in any .way: 
propriation, whlch expire on June 30 with the fiscal year, the to obstruct the building of the road, because it may be neces~ 
General As ... embly of Georgia does not meet until the latter sury; but I do very seriously object to the way in which this 
part of June. The appropriation, that bas already pa sed this bill is drawn. Originally it was drawn to read: 
House and the · Senate and is QOW, or soon will be, in conference, To build a line of railway from the point a.t o1· in the vicinit"f o.f 
provides for the next fisca.l year. It is a matter of impossibility Bennings, D. C., to lndlanhead, Md. -
to get men who are qualified to run this institution to take the That language has been changed to read : 
place with the fact staring tllem in the face that there is no To build a line of rallway from n point in or in the vicinity of the 
appropriation and no act of the general assembly which wiU District of Columbia to Indlanhead, Md. 
take care of the situation, because they will not quit places That would permit a steam railway to be constructed from 
which they are qualified to fill and go down there and take the any point in the Distt:ict of Columbia. The District of C-olum
po ition on an uncertainty. This resolution undertakes to pro- bia in the past has undergone similar experiences, and in doing 
yide for that by making the next appropriation available. so has found itself compelled to pay hundreds of thousands of 

:Mr. STAFFORD. I will go further, because it was my origl- dollars. Where a fill is made in building a railroad in front of 
nal intention, as inilicated by my statement, not to object to a <;me or more residences those residences are brought below 
remedial measure authorizing the payment of these funds to grade. Then Congre s is called upon to pay damages for hav~ 
this e~rperiment station until the Georgia Legislature can act, ing left t~e houses down .in a hole, and damages are awarded. 
so as to correct the conditions and conform to the conditions In other mstances the railroad makes a cut and leaves houses 
in other States. That is the position of the Secretary of Agri- away up~ the air, Ulld damages ar~ aw~rded on. that accountc 
culture. That po ition has the support of Gov Dor ey of your , As I see It, the plan to construct this railroad Without any be· 
State. I am not unreasonable when I take tbi pos:iti~n. ~inning J?OiD;t being name?, ~cept that. it .is to be somewhere 

Mr. WISE. The gentleman says it has the support of Gov. m the DtstiTct of Columbia, IS most ObJectionable indeed. 
Dorsey. Gov. Dorsey was up here trying to get this money, and Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, wi_ll the gentleman yield? 
he did agree to things that orclinn.ri1Y probably be would not l\fr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. I Yield to the gentleman from 
agree to, except for the emergency that exist . Now, with the Tenne ee. 
amendment that the g~ntlem.an from Wyoming suggests it seems Mr. P ADG.ETT. The p~rp?se was to authorize it from the 
to me it ouo-ht to meet the criticism of the "'entleman from Wls- navy yard. I have no ObJection to an amendment that would 
cousin. "' ~ specify the navy yard . . 

The SPEAKER. Doe the gentleman from Wiscon in with- Mr. JOHNSON of Kentuck-y. I think tll~ bill ought to state 
clraw his objection? plainly where it is to start and the route it is to pursue, be-

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not. I object, Mr. Speaker. cause there, again.. the question of grade cro_ssi.f!gs comes in-c 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thought perhaps gentlemen hacl Man~ people are k~ed h.cre .every year by obJectionable ~~de 

patchetl up a compromise. The gentleman from Wisconsin ob- crossm.gs, and I thm.k th1s bill ought to make prop~r pron 1on 
j{X!ts. The bill will be stricken from the calendar. regardmg such crossrngs. . 

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Speaker -will tho gentleman yield? 
Pl..'"BLIC QUARTERS :For. OFFICERS OF THE NAVY AND M.A.RL.~ OOBPS. Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky_ Yes. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent Mr. ROBBINS. Whn.t company is this that it i'3 proposed ta 
was the bill (S. 3406) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to incorporate to build this railroad? It says .some company. 
determine where and when there are no public quarters a'failable · Mr. J"OHNSON of Kentucky. My answer is that as the bill 
for officers of the Navy and Marine Corps. · docs not state I do not know. Why the name of the railroacl 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. company is not put in the bill I do not know. 
The SPEA.KER. Is there objection 1 Mr. ROBBINS. Why is it they do not llesjgnutc the ter-
Mr. WALSH. 1\Ir. Speaker, I object. minals? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from l\la, ':'!achu ·etts objects. Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The gentleman will hnYe to 

'Iho bill-will be trl ken from the calenrtnr. a. k omebody- other than my.·elf. I have not tb information. 
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The chairman of the Committee on Naval .Affairs may have the only thing is that it give~f an assurnnce that they will have 
information, but I have not. freight from a responsible shipper amounting to $60,000 a year, 

Mr. PADGETT. If the gentleman will turn to page 2 of the and that would be 6 per cent upon their ponde<l in<lebtedness. 
report he will find there set out a letter· in which it is stated l\lr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The proposition of the gentle
that the \Vashington-Newport News Short Line is the company man is to subsidize this railroad' in advance, by agreeing to pay 
that is proposing to construct the railroad. The idea was to so much money a year, whether it ships that much freight over · 
build it by Indianhead to Newport News, Va., but the Govern- it or not. I will say to the gentleman that until some provision 
ment is only specially interested, and is intensely interested, has been made in the bill designating the poiQt from wltich it 
to have the road as far as Inilianhead. This simply guaran- shall start, and authorizing the route over which it shall be 
tees the right of so much freight for six years after the road constructed, and making provision for the l)ayment of damages 
is constructed and in operation. - done to property by which it will pass, I shall object and con-

1\fr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 1\fr. Speaker, will the gentleman tinue to object. 
permit an i,.nterruption? I would suggest to the gentleman that a new bill be written, 

l\lr. JOHNSO~ of Kentucky. Yes. stating where the railroad is to start and setting out the route 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What effect does this have on that it is to travel, and then providing for the payment of such 

the power which Secretary McAdoo now has under the act damages as may be done to abutting property. 
nationalizing the railroads during the war? Mr. BRITTEN. \Vill the gentleman yield right there? 

Mr. PADGETT. I <lo not think anything. Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I will. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I saw the other day in a news- l\lr. BRITTEN. Is not the gentleman arguing from the stand· 

paper that he bad prohibited any railroad company from making point that the Government is especially interested in this road, 
any extension or improvement involving an expenditure of more when in fact it is not intended to have- · 
than $25,000, or something to that effect. Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. For the sake of argument I 

l\lr. PADGETT. I have not seen anything of that kind. I will concede that, but I do not concede it really. 
do not think this would affect- the matter at all. This is -in- Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman also unde1;stands that the 
tended for transportation between the Indianhead proving practical value of this road is within the Government's juris-
grounds and powder factory and the gun factory. diction and lies in the fact that we will get a railroad from · 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Why was this authority given here to Newport News eventually? 
to some private railroad corporation rather than in express . Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. That, of course, is part of the 
terms, if it is necessary at all, to the Director General of scheme. 
Railroads? 1\fr. BRITTEN. What difference does it make where the rail-

l\1r. PADGETT. This railroad company was proposing to road starts from and where it·runs to, just so it goes down here 
build the railroad, and I understand it has largely secured the to Indianhead and gives the Government first-class railroad 
rights of way and is prepared to begin the construction at once. facilities, which it does not have now? · 
The other would be a ·question ·of Government ownership, and Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Would the gentleman like to 
the Government would have to pay the expenses. This does see it start out here in front of the Capitol? 
not cost the Government n cent. . · Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman knows that is not likely. 

1\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. There is an additional objec- l\1r. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Of course I know that; but 
tion. I would say that under the proposed plan the United this bill gives it the right to start from some other point 
States is to furnish the money with which to build this railroad. equally as objectionable. That is one of the objections to the 

l\fr. PADGETT. I beg to differ with the- gentleman; it il'l bill. · . 
not at all. The Government does not furnish any money to Mr. PADGETT. l\Ir. Speaker, in view of the statement that 
build the railroad, not one cent. the gentleman intends to object, I ask that the bill be passed 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The bill provides that "the over without prejudice and go to the foot of the calendar: 
Secretary of the Navy is to advance to the said· company a sum l\1r. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I object to that, ao.d shall con· 
not exceeding $360,000, in 12 semiannual payments of $30,000 tinue to object until a bill embodying the suggestions I have 
each, and to accept for that amount transportation warrants just made be· brought in. 
from said railroad company· for a like amount, to be redeemed Mr. PADGETT. I ask that it be passed to the foot of the 
by charges from the transportation of freight for the Navy or calendar. 
the Navy· Department." Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I object. 

·l\1r. PADGETT. And if the gentleman will read further he The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects and 
the bill is stricken from the calendar. ' 

will find that it is after the road has been completed and is in 
operation. It does not make a single payment until the road AME~DING SECTION 1570, REVISED STATUTES. 

· is completed and in operation, and then it is estimated that The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous 
the Government freight would be more than $100,000 a year for Consent was the bill ( S. 3130) to amend section 1570 of the Re
a year or two, and this is simply giving a guaranty for six vised Statutes of the United States. 
years of $60,000 in· freight, which would be less than the Gov- The Clerk_ read the title of the bill. 
ernment freight actually would be. The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. It seems to me that there is Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
no real difference between the way I see the bill and the way ject, as I understand from the report on this bill it seeks to 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PADGETT] sees it, and that ll th s t f th N 
is the Government is to pay for the road and then it is to take a ow e ecre ary 0 e avy to assign marines on our battle· 

ships--
it up in freight. 1\Ir. p ADGETT. No. 

l\1r. PADGETT. ·They have to build the railroad before we Mr. STAFFORD. To act as firemen. 
furnish a dollar. Mr. PADGETT~ No; under present practice and past practice 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. But at last the Government time out of mind marines serve on battleships and other ships 
will have furnished the amount of money with which it has alongside of a naval bluejacket. There is a law in existence 
been built, _and it is to get warrants with which to pay freight allowing the payment of 33 cents a day extra to seamen and 
for stuff to be shipped over the raill·oad. If the Government landsmen, men who are in the Navy, when they are down in the 
is to go into a proposition by which it is to accept freight war- engine room; but there is no provision for allowing that pay 

- rants for money advanced, and thereby pay for the building of to the marines, and, as a matter of fact, marines do serve and 
the railroad, the Government ought to own it. have been serving in that capacity. · 

Mr. PADGETT. Let me say to the gentleman that the con- · Mr. STAFFORD. I am aware the purpose of the bill was to 
struction of the railroad is estimated · from here to Indianhead pay an additional allowance of 33 cents, that is now paid to 
to cost $1,000,000, in round numbers, and they expect to carry seamen while they a-re performing the work of firemen, to these 
H on to Newport News; but the Government is especially in- marines; but nothing was said in the report to show whether 
terested to see that it gets to Indianhead, the powder factory, there was existing law that allowed the Secretary of the Navy 
and the proving grounds. 'This bill provides only that he shall to assign the marines for that character of service. 
enter into a contract agreeing to take fTeight for six years Mr. PADGETT. They are doing it and have been doing it 
to the amount of $60,000 a year, payable in half-yearly payments for years and years, just along with the others. It is not often 
of $30,000. the marines do it, but they do do it from time to time, and. this 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. And it does so whether they is simply to put the marines on the· same basis as the others for 
use that amount or not. , the same work. · 

lUr. PADGETT. After the road is in operation .and w_hen l\fr. STAFFORD. I have no objection. 
we know the freight will be more than $60,000· a year. T~e l\1r. FOSS. ·wm the gentleman yieid for a question? 
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·_.h·. r.-\.DGI<1TT. y('~. et:v}ce Oil acti'"e duty whil on the retired list, is cqtml to SL't year.' 
~1r. FO.' •. D1 e. thi. · appl,r ·imr•ly l tho.. men in th nwr- rit~1 ve the pay and 11.llowan e:-- tllut arc now or may hereafter b 

dumt . en· ice? a. O\\~tl a IleJ?tcnant (junior grade'), United States Navy; and shall, 
'l\1' n G durin, nch h~e as b-e has bt'en, or may hereafter ~. on active tluty, 
lur ..... AD ET'r. No; it applies t the whole ,.m·r. ancl from the tlmc such total service is equal to 12 years, receive the 
...:lY. FOSS. To th ·avy? ray and. allo,vanecs that arc now, -or ma-y het-eafter bt> allowed a Heu-
lli. PADGETT. y , ·ir. · tenant, UDite(l State Navy. ' 

Mr. FOSS. Whene\er w have men on th · mere:l:lant .:hip.~? Al;o the. fo.llowing committe amenLlmcnt wa. read: 
Mr. P.ADGE'l"T. Whenever they are doing that "=ol'k. ~dd a. new section, as follows: 
1\Ir. FO S. W'l.1 never they are doing that work? SEc. 2. Tbat any retired w-:urnnt officet· who ba.s :perlormell or 
1\.Ir PADGETT Yes ITtay hcrc~fter perform aeti c duty, and' whose record 1s: creditable. 

· · ~. shall, dunng such tim~ :1 h .bas been or may her after be on actlv 
Mr. FOSS. All right. duty, and from the time his service on the acth:c list after date of 
The SPEAKER. Is there olJjec ion? [After n pause.] T11.e- warmnt, plus his service on active duty while on the retired list, is 

'l).air heat'S none. This l>ill i ·on the Union Calendar. e(J'tlal to 12 Y<'ars, receive th pay and allowo.n'Ce& that are no,.v or may 
l\Ir. PADGE,.."'T. ,. .. r. Speaker, I nsk unanin"""'lS CO"'sent tilat herd·cafter be allo"·ed a lieutenant (junior grade}t Unl:tPd States Navy . 

.J... .lll -· (.I...L.LU.L>'n .u an . Shall, during SUch time as be has been OF may hereafter be Oll 
the bill be con idered in the Hou e as in the Committee of thE: actiye duty. and from the time such tdal service is equal to. 1~ years, 
'Vllole House on the state of the Union. r<>ccwe tht: pay and allowan~s that a.re: now or 1nay !l~l'('aftP.r be 

allQW d a lietitenant,_ United States Navy!' 
The SPEAKER. I there ob-jection? [After a pans('.] . Tile 

hair bears none. ]..Ir. WALSH. Mr. Speak~.r. I move to . trike out t.hc last 
'.rhe lerk will report tlle bill. wor<l. Will the gentleman tate what i:u"Crease the amendment 
The Clerk r ad a. follows : of the House commit ee will make in tli.e pny.? 
Be it enacted, eta., That eeti(}n 1570 of til Reviscu statute oi the :Air. PADGETT. It doe.· not make any · increase a · I under~ 

nited State be. and it i hereby, am~ndi!d to :r ad as follows: -t:md it, under existing law. It only applies as tn the inter-
" Ec. 1570. Every seaman, land- man, or ma1·ine who pe1'forms- the pretation, correcting the interpretation that bad: been made 

!luty of a fireman on board any ves~el ol war hall be entitled to receive, heretofore by the accountin~ o.ffi"ers of t,·e T•""-a.:.,.,.....y m· 1·nter·· 
m a.tldltion to hi co-mpensation as seaman, landsman, or marine, a C()m- ~ '- u L"" '" ...... 
~=a~~I? at the rt~te of 33 cents a day for the time h.e. is employed as. preting the act of Augu t 29, 1916_ 

lli·. WALSH. But section 2:, which has been. included by the 
The bill wa:· ordered to be read the thinl time, wa~ read Committee on Nan:tl Affairs, provides ior an i:eerease in pay 

the thinl time, and pas ed.. - does it n{)t, oYer that of existing law? . ' 
On motion of Mr. PADGETT, a motion to reconsider t.oo Tot~ ~lr. PA_pGETT. .You will notice that section l applies to 

uy which the bill wa passed wa laid on the table. ret.n·ed chief warrant officers. That is one 1'1lll.k. The second 
section applies to any retired warrant officer, which is the next 

P.As b' RE'l'ITIED IDEF WAKRAN'l' el!'FICER 02'i ACTIYE DUTY. lowei.· rank, and embrac the warr~t officer. 3. wen ns the 
The next busine in oruer on the Calenuar for Unanimous chief warrant officers. 

ton nt was the bill (S. 3400) to r gulat tl1" ·1 ay of retired Mr . . '£AE'FORD. Will th <YeJ1.tlei1l!ln from • ht;-;:a hm('tt:· 
chief warrant officers on active duty. yield? 

'rlt.e Clerk read the title of the bill. Mr. WALSH.. I yield. 
The SPEAKEll. I there objection 1 Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to U'ireet the attention of the cbah·-
1\.i.r. W .ALSH. Mr. peaker. reserving th right to. object,_ man of the committee to th. language as found in the- letter of 

this same provision i carried in the general appropriation bill · the Secretary o.f the Navy of date of Jan.1.1ary 25 which show. 
which tile gentleman has reported from his committee, is it not? that the section to '"·hich the gentlenian from ~tnssachusett · 

Mr. PADGETT. Of course the gentleman will recognize that is now tliree:ting .attention d()('S increase the .alaries· of those 
on the appropriation bill it ·would be subject to the point of carrieu in ection 2 of the bill. 
order as legislation upon an appropriation bill, and if it pa ses 1\fr. PADGETT. The only incre-a i~ in the rast provi. ion 
here 'I .. ·hall strike it <'Ut o-f the appropriation bill. there, where th.e chlef·wanant officer bas servetl 1.8 year 

Mr. '\VAL'SH. Would the gentleman prefer to ha\e it pa~sed Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman from '.Ias&'lchus t ~ 1..:; 
intlependently? llirectin()' his inquiry a· to whether thel· was any in"rease of 

l\.lr. I'.A.DGETT. Yes. ir ~ I would prefer that salaiJ' under xistinO' law p1·ovided by the committee nmend-
The SPBAKEH. Is there objection? [.After a pan~ e.] The· ment. 

Chalr Lears none. This bill is on the Union Calendar. Mr. PADGETT. It makes that new "'raue of f1·om 12 to 1 
Mr. PADGETT. 1\!r. Speaker, I ask unanimous. con ent that years. 

thls bill be con idered in the House as in Committee of the Mr. WALSH. Now, what increase is provitloo h~ m~ t? 
'Vhole Hou~e on the state of the Union. ' Mr. PADGETT. It w uld give the incre-ase of the puy frxnn 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After n pause.] The a lieutenant junior grade to a lieutenant, if he llau erv tl thnt 
Chair hea.I'S none. additional ix year in the grade. 

Mr. MO~TDELL. Mr. Chairman, will llie gentlelllill1 make a ~·. 'V ~LSH. Well, cau the gentleman gi ') me nny iu .t o1· 
brief statement as to the purpo e of. this bill? e timate m dollar· and c nt a· to what that in ·ren. e w uhl 1 t-> 

Mr. PADGETT. Ye , sir. ):n the act of August 29, 1916, for thl. warrant officer? 
there was legislation, as shown in the report, providing for the 1\Ir. PADGETT. 1\ly recollection is that a lieutenant f tll . 
promotion of warrant and chief warrant officers after 6 and 12 junior 2:l'ade--nlthough I do not remember; it is et out in. th 
rears' service in that grade. p.'ly tables-i~ in the neighborhood of $2,100 or • 2,2 o~· Aml R 

Tl1ese are petty officers that come from the enlisted pei·sonnel lieutennnt would 1·nn up to abouf $2,500, if 1-rem~mbe1· the 1lg-
nnd occupy a po ition between the enlisted personnel, the pri- ures correctly. I llave not looked at them. 
yates or seamen, · and the commissioned officers. In inter- l\!1'. W ALSII. That i the pay with on the allowance -·~ 
prcting that act the accounting officers of the Treasury held :Mr. PADGETT. Ye~. There are som allownn ~in a(l(lition. 
that when a retilted officer was reassigned to duty. before he Mr. \VALSH. In addition to that? 
;..!ets tu benefit of the act he mu t have . ervoo, after the 29th Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir. 
of August, a time ufficient, add d to the time be has served Mr. \V .A.LSH. I withdraw the pro forma. am ntlment. 

efo.rc. tbc 29th of Augu ·t, to make up the 6 or 12 years. That The SPEAKER. The question is on agreein"' to the commit-
wa.<£> not the purpo e or the intention, and this legislation is tee amendment. 
intend~d to C'Orrect that interpretation, so that if be resigns The amendment wa.s agreed to. 
before the 29th that law applie . If he resigned on the 30th Tlie bill as amended wa ordered to IJe read n Utirfl tim , wa. · 
it did not apply under their interp1·etation, because they held read the third time, and pa sed. 
that, beluO' in the service on the 29th and retiring afterwards On motion of Mr. PADGETT a motion to reeon i<.ler the \Ote b:r 
he diu not have to make up that a<lditional time~ but if h~ which the bill was pa ed was laid on the t..'lble. 
had retireu on .th 28th he would have to serve after the 29th The title was amenuet:l so as to read: .. An act to regulate t.he 
to make up the ix year . And this legislation is to correct pay of retired chief warrant officers Ulld warrant ffi('('r. · on 
tbnt interpretation. acti\c llnty." 

MESS.\.GE FROM THE· SENA'fE. The SP.E.AKER. The Cle1·k will report the bill~ 
'Ilte Clerk read as folloms : 

• n a t ( . :.1400) to re~atc the pa:y of retired chlct w:.urant ofJicers on 
· . active duty. 

Ba it cnarted, etc., That any retirecl cbi<!f warrant officer· \'\~ho bas 
hee•1 on acti>e duty ince August 29, l!.llG, or who may hereafter pcr
f•)rm active uuty, and whose record is CI'editable, hall durin ... such 
Hmc n.~ be has been or m.aY: he-reafter be on active duty,' and from the 
t!n-.e Jus tTi cc ou the acti:ve list after date of conm1ission, plus his' 

A message from the Senate by :Mr. Young. ou of its <.:lerks, 
announced that the Senate llad passed without amendment bill 
of the following titles : 

H. R. 95'U. An act to authorize the appointment of officer 
of the Philippine Scouts a officers in the militia. or other locnny 
created armed forces of the Philippine Islands drafted: into the 
service of the United tutes, and for othN' p-nrposcs; nnd 
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H. R. 9903. An act to prontle for re toration to their former 
grade of enliste(l men discharged to accept commissions~ and for 
other purposes. 

M-"-NNEB OF REPORTING CASUALTIES. 

Mr. MASON. ]Hr. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent for 
two minutes to make a statement as to the manner of reporting 
casualties. This is a letter from a constituent--

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
~on ent for two minutes. Is ther~ objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MASON. The letter is from Mr. Gustavus E. Miller, w~o 

says: 

Congressm:ln WILLIAM E. Maso~, 
TVashittgton, D. 0. 

CIIICAGO~ March 16, 1918. 

D»An SIR: I · wish to enter a protest against the present method of 
r eporting casualties from the front, and as reason for my complaint 
give this concrete instance: 

I have u son now in France, Sergt. Royal E. Miller, and by the in
closed newspaper clipping you will note reported as killed " Sergt. 
Leroy W. Miller." I have up to this time, 8.30 a. m. of the day the 
paper was published, had at least a dozen anxious personal inquiries 
and numerous te.ephone calls from friends asking whether it was my 
son. Two of these were from his aunts, whose families are very much 
upset and worried about him, and my wife. 

I heartily agree with the contention that some method more definite 
should be initiated whereby identification would be more positive, and 
I! as one of your constituen.tsJ. and for those. who are in ~he same posi
tiOn. a sk you to use you1· 1nnuence to obtam u change In the ·present 
almost cruel method of reporting casualties. 

Very truly, yours, 
G"C'STA vus E. MILLER, 

U11 A.dawan Btt·eet. 
The answer to this, as n rule, is that they telegraph to the 

parents when one of our soldiers is killed or wounded, but that 
doe not cover this particular sort of a case. You will see· in 
the list of cqsunlties frequently almost the same name, ~and it 
is nlmost an ab olute impos ibillty for them to tell. It will 
not do to say that they telegraph the parents. They can not 
telegra1)h the parents who have children having the same mili
tary title, like sergeant or lieutenant, and names almost similar, 
and in some instances exactly the same. I am simply asking 
that this go into the REcoRD for the purpose of calling atten
tion to the fact that their present method is not s'atisfactory to 
the people. If they would simply insert after " Sergt. Leroy 
,V. 1\Iiller" the words giving company and regiment and address 
it would be of benefit. It would save great anxiety and sus
pense which our people suffer. · 

Mr. 'V ALSH. Wili the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. :MASON. Yes. 
Mr. WALSH. Is the gentletru.m aware that another di:::~tin

guished legislative body has passed a resolution of inquiry to 
. the department upon the very point that he is making now? 

1\ir. l\IASON. Yes. I saw by the paper that the resolution 
was pending or that an act was pending directing that it be 
done. And I call attention to this simply to show that the 
preseut course of the department is not sufficient, for it does 
not give notice to the parents whose sons have names identi
cally the same and sometimes occupying the same rank. I 
expect the present method to be changed, and unless it is I wm 
offer a law to change it. 

The SPEA.KER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

AGE LIMIT OF NOMI~EES TO NAVAL ACADEMY. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 3402) to fix the age limit for candidates for 
admission to the United States Naval Academy. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
1\Ir, STAFFORD. I reserve the right to object. 
Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Reserving the right to object, 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to make an inquiry. Frankly, I do 
not personally like the idea of making the date fixed on July 1. 
That has the advantage of being mathematically accurate, and 
s.o on, but it seems to me it :\\OUld be infinitely better to fix the 
date as of the time they take the examination. Would the gen
tleman consider an amendment to that effect? 

Mr. PADGETT. I will state to · the gentleman that under 
existing law nominations by Members of Congress-that is, 
:Members of the Senate and of the House-that is the law, 20 
years as of the date of the time of the examination; but that 
is of a varying date. Sometimes it is held in February, some
times in l\Iarch, and sometimes in April, and a few years ago it 
was held in June. 

Now, under the law authorizing the nominations of young 
men from the Navy the date is the date of admission, 20 years
admission to the academy-which may be a still later date. 
This was selected us .July l .simply as a fixed date to make it 
definite, so that it will be known when the person would be too 

old and when he would be too young, and not \ary from one 
date to another. For instance, here are two examinations that 
are held. There is an examination held, we will say, in Feb
ruary, and a man is 20 years old in February, just q1e day 
before the examination. He can not get in. But there is an
other examination that is held for another fellow that takes 
the examination in April, and be was 20 years old the next day 
in April. He can get in· when the other man is sbut out, and 
yet the time was two months later. This does not apply to the 
present year. It does not change the date. It only begins 
next year, and allows a definite date, so that you will know 
who will be too old to enter. 

l\Ir. MILLER of Minnesota. As I understand from the re
port and from the letter of the Secretary of the Navy, the 
trouble has arisen because men who are to take the examina
tion and secure entrance from the enlisted personnel are labor
ing under a law which provides that they shall not be over 20 
years when they enter the academy, which is a disadvantage to 
them as compared with those who are operating under a law 
which says they can enter the academy pro\ided they are only 
20 when they take the examination. 

l\Ir. PADGETT. But the examination is ahead of the en
trance, and it gives a longer time than for nominees of 1\Iembei;S 
of Congress. . 

l\Ir. MILLER of Minnesota. Entrance at the academy is not 
a uniform date. It varies from year to year, and often in the 
same year. 

l\Ir. PADGETT. Certainly it does. 
l\Ir. MILLER of Minnesota. For instance, a man can take 

the examination in February--
1\Ir. PADGETT. And they enter on different dates, usually 

in July. But here may come three or four men that enter and 
take·the oath on the 5th day of July, you will say. Here comes 
some next day, on the 6th, and some on the lOth, and others on 
the 15th, - and some may not enter and take the oath until 
AugU.st. 

1\fr. MILLER of Minnesota. Of course, the idea is to make it 
certain that the young man will not have too great an age 
when he graduates. That is the reason for it? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; and it removes the necessity for n 
great deal of correspondence in the department, explaining the 
time when one gets too old, and why this one was of a certain 
date, and that one was of a certain date, and others of a cel·
tain date. This fixes a definite time and does no injustice to 
anybody. 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I do not think it does an in
justice, but it really reduces the opportunity, 

1\Ir. PADGETT. No. 
1\Ir. MILLER of Minnesota. The gentleman will say "yes n 

in a moment. The time now open to every young man in the 
country extends up until he is 20, when l1e takes the exami
nation. Any young man who is not more than 19 years and 364 
days old when he takes the examination is entitled to the privi
lege of doing so. 

1\fr. PADGETT. He can still go in on the 1st of July, 
whereas he would be shut off from the examination in February. 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. That kind of a boy ne\er could 
take the examination. Only that boy could take the examina
tion who would be 19 years and 364 days old on the 1st day 
of July, so that you have restricted the opportunity of the 
young man to that extent. 

:Mr. PADGETT. It says the 1st day of July of the year in 
which he enters. He may be 20 years 1n February. But it 
extends his time to enter until the 1st day of July. 

1\fr. 1\ITLLER of Minnesota. It seems to me that the idea is 
to fix and make it certain that the young man shall have only 
such und such an uge when he graduates. 'rhis has no reference 
at all to when he enters the academy. It fixes an arbitrary 
date of July 1, without reference to when he enters or graduates. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. 1\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Is the gentleman conect as to the eligi

bility depending on the time when he takes the examination? 
The bill provides that he shall be eligible to admission to the 
academy until he is 20 years of age, and he is admitted about 
the middle of June. 

~1r. PADGETT. No. The law with reference to nominees of 
1\Iembers of Congress says 20 years at the time of the date of 
taking the examination, and with respect to nominees from the 
service it shall be at the date of entry. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. All.tbe regulations I have ever seen ex
pressly state that they shall be eligible until they arrive at the 
age of 20 years, on the date of admission, but--

l'I.Ir. PADGETT. They do not say that. The gentleman has 
overlooked the law! 
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1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-. 1\fr. PADGETT. It would let them in. The very purpose of 
man yield? it is to extend the time, so that the man who becomes 20 years 

1\fr. PADGETT. Yes. of age before the examination can have up until July 1 to 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Ten- get in. 

nessee permit me to ask him one question? Mr. STAFFORD. The language I read says he can not be 
Mr. PADGETT. Yes. . 20 years of age on July 1 of the year in which he enters the 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does not that mean this, and academy. 

this only, that hereafter all candidates for admission to the l\fr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Na,al Academy shall be not less than 16 nor more than 20 years Mr. PADGETT. I yield .to the gentleman from Oklahoma. 
of age on July 1 of the calenuar year in which they enter? Mr. HASTINGS. Suppose a candidate becomes 20 years of 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. age on the 1st of l\1ay next year, can he then enter? 
l\fr. COOPER of Wi cousin. That makes it perfectly plain. l\fr. PADGETT. He can enter, and can enter up until the 
1\Jr. RUSSELL. Will the gentleman yield? 1st day of July. 
Mr. PADGETT. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri. l\Ir. HASTINGS. On the 1st of July he would be over ·20 
Mr. RUSSELL. I appreciate the importance of this, realizing years of age. 

that it enlarges the oppor_tunities of boys, and I have an in- Mr. PADGETT. I will say that it would not interfere at 
stance of my own. This year I appointed two boys to the all with this young man's entrance. It would extend the 
Naval Academy. They were 20 years of age in March. I was time. 
told that they must take their examinations in February or Ir. 1\IONDELL. A young man whom ·I know will take his 
else tbey could not take them at all. examination in April. He becomes 20 on the 1st of 1\Iay of 

l\Ir. PADGETT. That is true. this year. He can now. enter the Academy, because his exam-
1\Ir. RUSSELL. They had to hasten with their work and take ination comes a few days before his birthday. 

the examination in February in order to be admitted this year. l\fr. PADGETT. Yes. 
If this act passes, as I think it ought to, they could have taken l\Ir. l\lONDELL. But if this bill were a la.w, he would be 
their examinations in April instead of in February. 20 before the 1st of July, and he could not enter the Academy. 

l\fr. PADGETT. Certainly. l\Ir. 'PADGETT. No; the gentleman is mistaken. 
l\fr. RUSSELL. So this enlarges the opportunity of a boy 1\Ir. lONDELL. The committee have· evidently meant well. 

and does not take away from anybody the opportunity that he They have intended to extend the time, but as a matter of 
has. fact they have limited it. 

Mr. PADGETT. Not at all. l\Ir. PADGETT. No; the gentleman is mistaken in his inter-
1\fr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? pretation. 
1\Ir. PADGETT. Yes. Mr. l\10XDELL. The way to extend the time would be to 
Mr. STAFFORD. I take issue witl1 the statement of the make H the 1st of January instead of the 1st of. July. Then 

chairman of the committee [l\fr. PADGETT] and also of the gentle- ou would get back of the examinations, and all those who 
man from l\Iissotu'i [1\lr. RussELL], that a person who is 20 were less than 20 at the time of the examinations could enter. 
years of age in February of next year, shortly after the time l\1r. PADGETT. If you should make it apply to January 1, 
the examinations are held, can enter the academy if this bill 1918, you would cut them out. That is, the boy who did not 
passes. He will not be eligible. become 20 untill\fay, 1918, would be cut out. 

l\Ir. PADGETT. I diff'er with the gentleman. l\Ir. l\10?\DELL. January of the year that he enters the 
1\lr. STAFFORD. This law is restrictive in its character. Academy. · 

It provides that the person must be under the age of 20 on July 1\fr. PADGE-TT. If he became 20 by that time he wonhl be 
1 of the year that he enters the academy, while under existing cut out. It would cut out the boy who became 20 in May. 
law he may be past his twentieth birthday on July 1 of the l\1r. 1\IONDELL. The gentleman's bill certainly restricts the 
year he enters the a-cademy. He only has to be under 20 at ' time. 
the time be takes his examination. Many of us have had in- I Mr. PADGETT. No; it enlarges it. It has been gone over 
stances of candidates who ha\e been obliged to take the 1 by the department, and that is their construction. 
February examination in order to qualify, because they would l\fr. HAMLL. r. Let me call the attention of the gentleman 
have attained the age of 20 after the February and before the from Tennessee to the language . . At first I thought the gentle-
April examination. man was right, but now I think not. The bill provide.s-

\Vhile I am in sympathy with the purpose of this bill, which, That hereafter all candidates for admission to the Naval Academs 
according to the report, · is to permit the enlisted personn~l to must be between the ages of 16 and 20 years on July 1 of the calendar 
be admitted into the academy, and also for the further reason, year in which they enter the Academy. 
advanced by the chairman of the committee, in order to have They must be betvreen the ages of 1G and 20 ·up to the 1st 
definiteness and to save the department from making a great day of .July. If a boy is 20 years old on the 30th day of June 
many replies to inquiries, I think many of us would be plagued 

1 

he is not eligible. 
if this law passed in its present for~, b~cause it would exclude 1\Ir. RUSSELL. Let me ask the gentleman a question. If 
many candidates whom we ha\e rn mrnd, and to whom we he is of age on the 1st of May--
have offered the nomination, who would not be 20 at the time I 1\Ir. PADGETT. The gentleman means 20 years of age. 
of the February examination but who would be 20 between 1\Ir. RUSSELL. Yes. The act says he must be between the 
February and July 1. W~ ought to protect those candida~es, ages of 16 and 20 years of age on tl1e 1st of July. No\Y,Oif he 
of whom there may be se\eral-boys who have been preparmg, j is 20 years of age on tl1e 1st of 1\Iay, is he between the ages of 
perhaps, for years in anticipation of the requirerpents of the lG and 20 on the 1st of July? 
existing law-so that they may be able to take the examination l\1r. HAMLIN. No; he is not. 
next year, because they will not_ ha':e reache~ th~ age of 20 at l\lr. PADGETT. I will ask, l\lr. Speaker, to pass over this 
the time of the February exammat10n, but If this law passes bill, and I will get an official interpretation of this language 
they will be barred. to satisfy Members. 

l\fr. p ADGETT. This does not apply to this year at all. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee a ks to pass 
l\Ir. STAFFORD. I know; but I am talking about next year. over the bill without prejudice. Is there objection? 

It does not apply to this year. The April examinations for There was no objection. 
this year will be held within a month. There must be instances, 
which many Members of the House have in mind, of candidates 
who will become 20 years of age before July 1 next year, who 
will not reach that age before the February or April examina
tions. I do not think any member of the Naval Affairs Commit
tee wants to prevent these young men from taking that e:A:
amination. 

Mr. PADGETT. The very purpose of this bill is to admit 
those men up to the 1st of July. 

Mr. STAFFORD. But the bill says-
That hereafter all candidates for admission to the Naval Academy 

must be between the ages of 16 and 20 ye:Lrs on July 1 of the calendar 
year in which they enter the academy. 

DISPOSITION OF EF~ECTS OF DECEASED PERSO~S I~ NAVAL ~?ERVICE. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill S. 3129, an act to provide for the disposition of the 
effe.cts of deceased persons in the naval service. 

The Clerk read the title of tl1e bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, I wish to 

direct the attention of the chaiJ.·man of the committee to the last 
proviso: 

Pt·ovided further, That claims may be presented hereunder at any 
time within five years after such moneys or proceeds have been so de
posited in the Treasury, and, when supported by competent proof in any 
case after such deposit in the Treasury, shall be certified to Congress 
for consideration . 

Those candidates who become 20 years of age after the Feb
. 1·uary examination and before July 1 would not be eligible to 

appointment under that language. They would be_ 20 years Mr. PADGETT. In other words, it requires for Congress the 
before July 1, and therefore would be excluded. right to pass on taking the money out of the Treasury and not 

. . 
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th t f a b€en '()J" shall hereafter be unc1aimed for a period ·Of tWo y-e!ll'S from :a'l.lowing it to be :paid out of the ·Treasury on e warran ° the date of the death of .Such p.erso-n, such articles and -el!ects :shall 

subordinate officer. be sold and the proceeds theNof, to-getb.er wfth . the mon.eys .above men-
lUr. STAFFORD. 'One pest that we suffer here from time tioned, sJ1all be -d-eposited in the Treasmy 'to the credit f>f the Navy 

to tilne l·s m~ ti.le COllSl'd.,..,·afion .of :n'l'1·"£l'. ate cl"""lmS of tills ehar- pension fund: Provided, That the Secretary_of ~e Navy_ls hereby .au-
vJ. 1:"" • ..... thorized and directed to make dillgent Jnqmry 111 every ms-~a:nce. after 

acter. .the -death ·of &ucll perso-n to ·a-scertain the whereabo.uts of his herrs or 
Mr. PADGETT. The pronso is now existing law. . next of kin, and tD prescribe such regulatrons as .may be necessai'.N to 
11."r·. ST.-4FFon~T'\. I belie""e 1·t =ould be well if we could dis- carry out the foregoing proT'isio-ns: P1·ovide<t turt11e1·~ That claims ;ma-y 
.1..u .~ ~ ' " be presented ·her-eunder at any time within .five _years after such moneys 

-pense with some af the private bills and hav--e t'bem referred to or proceells have been so deposited in the Treasury, and, '\Yhe!-1 ~ 
the CDurt of Claims. I have <'l:rafteu an amendment, .although ported by competent proof in any case aft~ su~h dep.oSJ.t m e 
J: -do not msh to press 1t, but I m:n going to ask, if tbe gentle- Treasury, shall be certified to Congress for ·cons1derati.on. 
man will permit me to read the amendment, so that the gentle- The SPEAKER pro tempore fl\lr. HAMLIN). The question 
man may consider' it and h-ave the bill :pa ed over without is on the_ third reading .of the Senate bill: . 
prejudice. The purpose of the -amendment ~s ~ hu>e aU these ::11e b11l '\Tas _'Ol'dered to be read .n thrrd time, -w-as ren.d the 
cta.ims ubmitted directly to the Court of Clmms and ha-ve a third i"rme.,. and passed. . _ . . 
report by the court to Oongr-ess, and then hm·e the .claims I?a~-d · ·On mo!Ion '?t 1\lr. PADGETT, a 1ll:obon t~ re~o-ns1der .the '\o.te 
without any formal action by Congress, exeept to appropnttte whereby the bill was passed was lrucl on the tnole. 
the money. M'y amendment is as fo-llows; COURSE OF INSTRUCTION AT NAVAL ACADEl.\IT. 

Strike -out the 1a.st n.roviso and 'insert the following : Th ,.;~. b · th -r~ .. • ndar for Una:nun· ous Con.sen t 
•• Prov ided fttr-t-her ~That at .any time wrtbin 'five -years after such e .ne.ou. >u.Sllless on e 'Ullie ' 

moneys or proceeds have been so .ae-,posited in tile Treasur:y an-y_ heir was the bill (S. 3401) to authorize the Prresident to r-educe 
-at law -of such d-eceased person within two degrees of .relatw.ns~lJl. or temporm·ily the course of instruction .at 'fue United .States Naval of ny next of ktn on behalf o-f sucil .relatives, .m.ay pres.ent -a claim for 
such principal amount so deposited in the 'l'r'easury, and upon proper Academy. 
proof submitted to the Secretary of tb.e Navy shall .be referred to the The SPEAKER pro tempere. Is there objection1 
Court of Clailrui for adjudi.catwn, a:nd the :amount foun-d dne by said Mr. TIL~L:\N. Mr. Speaker., resE'rving the Tight t-o o:bject, 
court shall be certi.fied 'to Congress for payment..,., will the gentleman yi~d for n -suggestion in .connection with this 

1\Ir. p ADGETT. I think the gentleman from Wisconsin . bili? 
makes a mistake in limiting it to two -<1egrees. Th-at would be Mr. PADGETT. ¥-es. 
too close. I think, as provided here, that his next of kin 1\ir. TILLMAN. 1 do not think fuat what I ha\e to suggest 
·ought to <l'et it. Congress is not -eonftscating it; Congress :is_ not conM he incorporated in the bill, but 1 desire to .call attention 
taking 'it."' 'The only change we make under existing law is this. to it now rn. order that it may address itself to ·tne authorities 

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not wish to ha\'e Congress trouble<l at Annapolis. I .shall gls;-e the details of the_ ~set~ which~ 
witl1 little claims presented in tl:te :form of private bills. They attention has just been called. The .autll-OI"ilti-es at Annapolis 
will be sma'll in amount, :and why not :allow the Secreta;r-y -of may .co:rr~t the .a:buse, if the-ir attention is attracted to it in 
the Navy to refer them to the Court of Claims -and the Court this way, u, indeed~ it be -an abuse, .or correct the il.PJ?-arent 
of Claims find the facts and -eert:ity the judgment to Congress, injustice, if that is what .it should be t-e-l".l.ll..O.. ~ nmnmate.? 
and then -me :pass th.~ necessary 1l:p:pTopriation'! rece-ntly a v-ery bright young man, Mr . .C. D. 'GarVln, -of Har~'l-

l\lr. PADGETT. I -do not think there is any 'Objection to son, Ark., as a candidate for the Naval Academy .at ~~ol1s . 
.l:'e.fen:ing them to the 'Couvt ·of Claiins, but I .do objeet to His parents sent him to Marion, Ala., f<>-r instracu1on, :at consid
ilimiting it to within two degr-ees. erable eq:)ense. I understand tthat .f-eur Is the basis up.on '\Vhi.ch 

Mr. 'STAFFORD. I am :not a ;sti.ck.ler to:r two dBgr·ees, but these n~minees are gr.aded. 
my thought was that I did not w-rurt elaim a:gents, when they l\fr. p ADGETr.. Yes. Two and :a half passes. '~at is 
learn that .rome person had some ;effects tturt were old by tlle · .equi--rnlen.t to <62! ;per ·cent. 
Nuvy Department and :tbe money turned -o\er to the 'Treasury, 1\fr. TILLMAN. This young man, -on ·'the difficult subjects .of 
to go scurrying around oYer the country to find distant ~·ela.tiv-es -o-eometry .and algebr.a, made -a'Imost :the requisite numbe-r. 4:; 
and say to tlliilll, ~· If yuu will 'ftllow me 50 :per ·Cen.t of the but he failed to pass on English, obta.lning -on.ly 1:9. By per
runount, I ~m recover it for :ro~.., mission ·of the ·aea-demic board he was aliowed to t:ike -arrQ-ther 

l\lr. PADGETT. I think that ·w.ol<~ld be :a w.o.rse ·poli~y to examinatioo. in .April. This examinati-on yvb1ch he took wa:s in 
pursue than to leave it as it is now. The Secr:ta-ry. <Of the February. I called up the Bureau of Navigation ·and asked if 
Navy takes it up and certifies to Congress_ th'at tlus sa1lor left . he mjght not be ex-eused from taking the examination again on 
such effects and that they were so'ld and the pr-oceeds ca>Ver~d (J!eometry -and al.gebra -and those subjeets -on whic-h be passed, 
into the 'Treasury because they did not know the next -o-f ki~. but I was told he could not be allowed th-at privilege. On1y 
But they know it now, and it belongs to A, B, C, and so !foTth. two months will have elapsed between the first examination and 

M1·. STAFFORD. Then it would require a })rivate bill. the next one. In institutions of learning :generally, -on final 
:Mr. 'PADGETT. N.o; it is put into the -sundr_y civil bill. _ e.x:a.minations where a :student pnflses a ·creditable -exrunina.ti-on 
Mr. STAFFORD. I think the gentleman~ in -error in Uu~t. :and fails on 'one or two subjects, he is allowed or required to 

-,vm the gentleman let the matter go over until we Cll.ll asc-ertam take a ftu·ther :examination only on those :subjects. It occurred 
·whether under -exi tlng law when the Secretary of the Navy to me that it is ·a hardship upon this 'J-<mng man who made 
certifies a matter of tbat kind it b; included in usuu .course -excellent ·IITades -passing on all subjects -save -one, and failing 
in one of the -appropriation bills? only on -this on~, En·gli h, to be compelled to go back agaln to 

1\lr. P.ADGE'l"T. Yes. Marion which be is doing, and prepare again for examination 
1\Ir. l\IONDELL. Po s:ibly the :gentleman's attention bas not oB all these SRbjeets. "Why should :he not be :allowed to take 

been called to the fad that these eertified claims ordinarily : the examination on English alone? 
·go ·on the sundry civil bill .and are :aec~ted. 1\Ir PADGETT. I do not know~ That is a question that is 

:Mr. STAFFORD. ~ was making an inquiry whether they UI'l'~o-ed by the academic board. 
too'k that eom e. 1\1r~bTILL1\1AN. I ll.llden;tand so., but I thought pern:aps it 

1\lr. PADGETT. Th-ey do.. might be proper to ' direct attention to it here. 
Mr. MO:NDELL. That is the practice. Mr. PADGETT. 1t would not be germane on this bill, :and 
Mr. STAFFORD. If that is the case, there is no ne-ed of the under the existing law these questions :are governed by the 

amendment that I bave proposed. academic board. 
l\lr. l\lONDELL. 'That is -a better practice than to allow 1\Ir. TILLlUAN. I am of the opinion that the gentleman is 

attorneys to buil-d up a practice of 'tbat kind in the Court of correct; but does it not occur to the gentleman that it would 
Claims. be fair to require this soung man, only two months -a:fter his 

l\1r. STAFFORD. I -quite agree with the .gentleman, but I · .first examination, to J>ass only on the -subject of English, upon 
was under the impression from reading the bill Ura.:t it would which he failed? 
require a -private bill, ana I wished to relieve Congress -of that .l\fr. PADGET"£. 1 confess to the gentleman that I c.an not 
·trouble. Upon the statement .of the gentleman from Wyoming understand it I lmd n case of that kind once myself. 
-and the gentle.mnn from Tennes ee, Mr. Speaker, I -will not 1\fr. BRITTEK 1\1r. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
press my amendment -o-r oppose tl1e 'COnsideration of the hill. l\lr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection'? l\lr. BRITTEN. Ha.s the gentleman requested the academic 
There was no objection. bonrd at Annapo1is to grant :another examination? 
The Clerk rea d as follows: l\1r. TILLMAN. Oh, I have obtained that concession and 
Rc it enacted, etc.. That hereafter all moneys, nrticles of value. have appointed him again, but \Vhat I am c.emplain.ing of is 

,papers, keepsake.'> , and othe-r -s:i.m.ilar eff·ects belonging to deceased per- that he must again pass on these same subjects that he passed 
sons in til-e navat -service, uot claimed bw rtheir .legal heirs or next -of · t :t tb ago. Does it n~t occur to the gentleman kin, sha!l be -deposit~d in sate -custoay, and df •any such mo.n.€ys, articles on JUS · wo mon S · · · 
o~ ..-a1ue, papers, keepsakes, or other similar effects so deposited have from Illlno1s that such requirement is unfair to the young man? 
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:Mr. BRITTEN; Yes; I think the academic board might well . 
permit a reexaminatio.n on English alone. · 

1\Ir. TILLl\IAN. But they have declined to do so. 
1\Ir. PADGETT. I do not think the gentleman will have 

much trouble when it comes to the ultimate fact. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Reserving the right to object, 1\Ir. Speaker; 

I desire to state that I have had a case so similar to . the one 
stated by the gentleman from Arkansas · that it sounded like 
my own. 

Mr. PADGETT. I had one myself just like it. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Except in this. Instead of the young man 

passing 1.9 my boy was 2 in English, and my case has this 
other feature: The boy enlisted in the service a year ago and 
bas not had opportunity since his appointment, of course, to 
make preparation that a boy outside the service could make . 
for taking an e:x:amination. 

Mr. PADGETT. If he had applied, he could have gotten a 
90-day furlough. 

1\lr. CRAMTON. I think they have been very generous in 
giving him what furlough he asked for. 

Mr. PADGETT. They give 90 days' furlough for the purpose 
of preparing for these examinations. 

1\Ir. CRAMTON. Their regulations are not always binding 
as to the 2! per cent minimum, and it seems to me at this 
time, when we are all anxious not to have any vacancies at 
the academy, they might very well, if a man stands up well 
in mathematical subjects, be a little lenient in the matter of 
English. 

1\lr. PADGETT. I think in cases of that kind English and 
subjects of that kind that are continuing subjects in the course 
of study the board always allows a reexamination. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. FOSS. 1\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 

desire to ask a question. I notice that the bill has been 
amended by striking out the words " during the continuance of 
the present war" and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
" until August 1, 1921." 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; that was done at the suggestion of 
the superintendent and also ef .the Chief of the Bureau of 
Navigation, and for this reason, as explained in the report: 
The duration of the war is an uncertain thing. It may end 
any time or it may not. They have no definite standard to 
which to work. They do not know whether to prepare the 
studies of these young men for a three or a four year course. 
It is dependent on that uncertain duration, and if a definite 
time is fixed they can then launch their studies and their plans 
and courses of instruction to make it a thr~e-year course during 
a definite time. 

l\Ir. FOSS. I think it is very unfortunate we have to reduce 
. the length of the course at Annapolis to three years. It should 
be four years, but, of course, the war has made that neces
sary--

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 
Mr. FOSS. But there is no intention, as I understand it, on 

the part of the department to reduce the course permanently? 
1\fr. PADGETT. The Secretary of the Navy and our commit

tee, I think, are as heartily opposed to that as the gentleman is, 
but we recognized the emergency that was existing at this time. 

1\lr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 
1\Ir. BRITTEN. I would like to suggest to my colleague 

from Illinois that it is not the intention of the authorities at 
Annapolis or the Navy Department to eliminate anything from 
the studies. The studies will be made more intensive and the 
vacation time will be very largely eliminated, so that what is 
usually accomplished in four years will now be accomplished 
under this intensive system in three years. 

Mr. PADGETT. To some extent. 
l\1r. BRITTEN. To a very large degree. 
Mr. PADGETT. To a large degree; yes. 
Mr. FOSS. I will say to the gentleman ·of course there is 

a natural desire--
Mr. PADGETT. There is no purpose to make the th1·ee 

years permanent, and I do not think it ought to be. I think 
ie ought to be four years. 

·1\rr. FOSS. I hope we will stick to that. I know there is a 
natural desire on the part of young men to get commissions 
early, and perhaps many of them would like to reduce the 
course. We used to have a six-year course at the Naval Acad
emy-four years at the Naval Academy and two years at 
sea-before the midshipman graduated received his commis
sion. Then, we cut out the two-year sea ~ourse, until now we 
have got it down to a four-year course. 

Mr .. PADGETT. Yes; that is changed. At one time, where 
the gentleman mentions about it being six years, there were 

two years in the school, two years at sea, and then two years 
back in the school, and then graduation, and lately it was 
changed to four years in the school and two years at sea and 
graduation was upon the four years' course in school. 

1\fr. FOSS. The con:nrq.ssion. however, was not giyen until 
the end of the six years-until after the extra two · years at 
sea. 

1\lr .. PADGETT. The commission, but not the graduation. 
There 1 no purpose to make this permanent. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] T.lle Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
. Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, author
~zed •. du~ing t?e continuance of the present war to reduce temporarily. 
rn h1s discretion, the course of instruction at the United States Naval 
Academy from four to three years and to graduate classes which have 
completed such reduced courses of instruction. 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: 
In lines 3 and 4, strike out "during the continuance of the present 

war.'' and insert in lieu thereof the following: "until August 1, 1921." 
Lrne 4, strike out the worcl "temporarily." 
The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be read the third time 

was read the third time, and passed. ' 
On motion of Mr. PADGETT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
TO .DROP FROM THE ROLLS CERTAIN NAVAL A ~D MARINE CORPS 

OFFICERS. 

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous 
Consent was the bill ( S. 3404) to authorize the President to 
drop from the rolls any naval or Marine Corps officer absent 
without leave for three months, or- who has been convicted of 
any offense by the civil authorities, and prohibiting such officer's 
reappointment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

1\Ir. ~ONDELL. 1\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I take It for granted that the committee has considered the 
danger that would arise under this sort of legislation in time 
of war to drop from the roll a man who was taken prisoner 
and that was lost sight of and was unable to communicate his 
whereabohts. Do such occasions arise occasionally? 

1\Ir. PADGETT. I do not think it is intended for war pur
poses. 

1\Ir. UONDELL. But there are prisoners of war. 
1\fr. PADGETT. There is a war going on, but I do not thirik 

the gentleman would find any abuse of it alQllg that line. 
Mr. 1\fONDELL. How is that? 
Mr . . PADGETT. I do not think there would be any abuse 

of the statute along that line . 
Mr. 1\IONDELL. I realize that they would have no intention 

of abusing it. 
1\Ir. PADGETT. Under existing law that same language ex

ists. Section 1229 of the Revised Statutes reads as follows--
1\fr; MONDELL. With regard to the land foi:ces? 
Mr. PADGET'l'. Yes; in regard to the land forces, and this 

just makes it the same in reference to the Navy. The first part 
of it is this : Under existing law if a man is absent and loses 
service because of sickness brought on by his own misconduct
officer or enlisted man-they do not receive their pay for the 
time that they lose on account of sickness brought on by their 
own misconduct; but if his misconduct produces an injury 
that incapacitates him and he loses his time, the accounting 
officers of the Treasury have held that he does not lose his 
pay; that there is a difference between injury and sickness, 
and a fellow who by his misconduct injured himself physically 
and was absent from duty would continue to get his pay, while 
if the same misconduct simply made him sick he would not 
get his pay, and this is just inserting the word "injury," so as 
to make it apply both to injury and sickness alike. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? [£titer a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the President is hereby authorized to drop 

from tbe rolls of tbe Navy or Marine Corps any officer thereof who is 
absent from duty without leave for a period of three months or more, 
or who, having been found guilty by the civil authorities of any offense, 
is finally sentenced to confinement in a State or Federal penitentiary: 
Provided, That no officer so dropped shan be eligible for reappointment. 

The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: "An act to authorize 
the President to drop from the rolls any naval or Marine Corps 
officer absent without leave for three months, or who has been 
convicted of any offense punishable by confinement in the penl-
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tentiary by the civil authorities, and prohibiting such officer's 
reappointment." 

On motion of Mr. PADGETT, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
PURLIC QUA.RTERS FOR OFFICERS OF THE NAVY AND MARINE CORPS. 

1\Ir. PADGETT. 1\lr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH], wlw objected to the first bill 
I C.'llled up (H. R. 3406) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to determine with reference to quarters, if he will not withdraw 
tlle objection. It is just simply the same legislation that now 
gives the authority to the Secretary of ·war. Conditions arise 
where it is very important that the Secretary should have that 
authority to determine that question for the efficiency of the 
service, and I would like to ask the gentleman if be is not will
ing to withdraw his objection and let us return to that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennes
see fl\lr. PADGETT] asks unanimous consent to return to the bill 
( S. 3406), and t.hat the same may be considered at this time. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. ·wALSH. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to withdraw my 
objection at the present time. This matter will come up again 
within a week or 10 days. 

l\Ir. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, may I ask if it went off the 
calendar or is at the foot of the calendar? 

'l'he SPEAKER pro tempore. It went off the calendar. 
Mr. PADGETT. I will ask the gentleman if he will object 

to its going to the foot of the calendar. 
Mr. WALSH. I will not object to its going to the foot of 

the calendar. 
Mr. PADGETT. I ask that the order striking the bill from 

the calendar be rescinded and that the bill be restored to the 
calendar, to go to the foot of the calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennes
see asks unanimous consent that the order striking the bill from 
the calendar be rescinded, and that the bill go to the foot of the 
calendar. Is there objection? 

l\1r. l\IONDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I have no objection to the bill. I have no doubt that it is an 
excellent measure, and I certainly will not object to it. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [1\Ir. WALSH] seems to think that 
there are some objections to it; but I should have to object to 
this request, because it is a bad practice. Gentlemen are likely 
to leave the Hall with the understanding that a bill has been 
stricken from the calendar, and then later during the same ses
sion some one makes this request for different action, and then 
if that is granted the Member who objected would be surprised 
to learn that in his absence the bill was again placed on the 
calendar. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I will not renew the request 
to-day for its consideration. Let it go over until the next cal
endar day. · 

Mr. MONDELL. I think the House acting on these bills one at 
a time, that is notice to all then present as to the status of a 
measure during that day of consideration. I do not think it 
is wise or good practice to change that situation. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. 1\IONDELL. Yes. 
Mr. STAFFORD. The customary practice, as the gentleman 

knows, is that where a bill is objected to and the request is 
made that it take its place at the foot of the calendar, it is not 
to be again considered the same day. 

M1·. PADGETT. It will not be considered the same day. 
Mr. STAFFORD. When the request is made to consider it 

the same day, that request is to pass it over temporarily. This 
request is to retain it on the calendar under existing practice, 
not to be considered to-rlay. 

Mr. MONDELL. Tills bill has not heretofore been stricken 
from the calendar? 

Mr. PADGETT. No, sir. 
1\fr. 1\IONDELL. In that event it can be restored to the calen

dar, and the very object which the gentleman desires by his 
request can be accomplished in another way. 

1\fr. PADGETT. That is true. 
Mr. MONDELL. I think that is better practi(!e, because 

otherwise gentlemen may leave the Chamber with the idea that 
the status of a bill has been established by their objection, only 
later on to learn that another arrangement has been made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. · Is there objection? 
Mr. MONDELL. I object. 

ISSUE OF BONDS, SEW A.RD, ALASKA. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 9832) to authorize the incorporated town of 
Seward, Alaska, to issue bonds iri any sum not exceeding $25,000 

for the purpose of consh·ucting dikes, flumes, and other works 
to confine the waters of Lowell Creek for the protection of said 
town. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

l\Ir. -STAFFORD. l\lr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I wish to inquire of the chairman of the committee having the 
]?ill in charge whether there is any present bond~d indebted-
ness of the city of Seward? -

Mr. SULZER. There is not any present bonded indebtedness, 
and none can be authorized except by act of Congress. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I am aware of that. I was wondering i! 
we bad previously made any authorization to the city of 
Seward. 

l\1r. SULZER. -Not to Seward, but there was one made to 
Valdez a few years ago which was not m·ailed of, and one to 
the city of Juneau for school purposes. 

Mr. STAl:PFORD. One further inquiry about the bill. · The 
interest rate is 8 per cent-that is, n<;>t to exceed 8 per cent
and I wish to inquire if that :figure is absolutely necessary iri 
order. to float the bonds of tllis municipality? 

1\Ir. SULZER. The money is expected to be provided by the 
citizens of Seward themsel>es, and they feel it wise to have 
the rate not to exceed 8 per cent, to be left to the judgment of 
the city council. . 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. What is the prevailing rate of interest at 
Seward on first-class mortgage loans? 

Mr. SULZER. Well, I think it is probably between 8 anu 10 
per cent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. STAFFORD. 1\lr. Speaker, I withdraw the objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9832) to authorize the incorporated town of Seward, 
Alaska, to iEsue b?nds in any sum not exceeding $25,000 for the pur
pose of <'onstructmg dikes, flumes, and other works to confine the 
waters of Lowell Creek for the protection of said town. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the incorporated town of Seward Alaska 

is hereby authorized and empowered to issue bonds in any 'sum not 
exceeding $2~,000 for the purpose of constructing dikes, flumes, and 
other protectiOn to confine tb~ waters of Lowell Creek, and to keep 
said waters from running over and upon th·2 town of Seward. 

Before said bonds shall be issued a special election shall be ordered 
by the common coun :il of the town of Seward, at which election the 
question of whether such bonds shall be issued shall be submitted to 
the qualified electors of said town of Seward whose names appear on 
the -last assessment roll of said town for municipal taxation. Thirty 
days' nvtice of ll.DY such election shall be given by publication thereo! 
in a newspaper print~d an1 published and of general circulation in said 
town before the day fixej for such election. 

The registraticn fur sucn election, the manner of conducting the 
same, and the canvass of the returns of said election shall be, as near 
as practicable, jn accordan -::e with the requirements of law in general 
or special elections in said municipality, and said bonds shall be 
issued only upon 1he condition that a majority of the votes cast at such 
elecUon in said town shall be in favor of issuing said bonds. 

The bonds above specified, when authorized to be issued as herein
before provided, shall bear intf'rest at a rate not to exceed 8 per cent 
per annum, payable semiannually, and shall not be sold for less than 
their par value with accrued interest, and shall be in denominations 
not exceeding $1,000 each, the principal to be due in 20 years from 
date thereof: ·Pt·ovHed, hotoet:e1·, That the common council of said 
town of Seward may reserve the right to pay off such bonds in their 
numerical order at the r<tte of $5,000 thereof per annum from and 
after the expiration of five years from their date. Principal and in
terest shall be payable iu lawful money of the United States of .America 
at the office of the town treasurer, or at such !Jank in the city of New 
York, in the State of New York, or such place as may be designated 
by the common council of the town of Seward, the place of payment to 
be mentioned in the bonds : And provided (urthe1·, That each and every 
bond shall have the writtf'n signature of the mayor and clerk of said 
town of Seward and also bear the seal of said town. 

No part of the funds arising from the sale of said bonds shall be 
used for a&y purpose other-than specified in this act. Said bonds shall 
be sold only in such amounts as the common council shall direct 
and the proceeds thereof shall be disbursed under the limitations her~ 
inbefore imposed and under the ordf'r and direction of said common 
council, from time to time, as tlle same may be required for the pur
poses aforesaid. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross
ment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, may I make an· inquiry of the 
gentleman in charge Of the bill? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes. 
1\fr. NORTON. What is the assessed value of the property 

of the city of Seward, Alaska, on which bonds could be issued? 
·1\fr. HOUSTON. We have not the assessed value of the 

property, but it bas no bontl issue at present. 
Mr. NORTON. This would exceed the 2 per cent limit alloweu 

by the law? 
l\1r. SULZER.· It would not exceed it; but I will say to the 

gentleman that the 2 per cent at the present time hardly covers 
the annual expenses of the city. There is no way in which they 
could acquire a sufiicient amount of money to bring about this 



3982 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 1\IARCH 23, 

improvement under the 2 per cent taxation. They have been 
exp{mding several thousand dollars per annum for some length 
of time in the endeavor to control this stream, which last fall 
destroyed about $25,000 worth of property in the city, but they 
are unable to expend a sufficient amount of money to properly 
control the stream, and that is the reason why they ask for the 
privilege of floating these bonds, to raise the money to properly 
consh'Uct the dikes and other works necessary to protect the 
city. . . 

Mr. NORTON. Under the -charter grunted to the Tenitory of 
Alaska is a municipality permitted to issue bonds? 

l\lr. SULZER. No. 
Mr. NORTON. No bonds at all? 
l\1r. SULZER. No bonds whatever. 
Mr. NORTON. Does this bill provide th"at taxes shall be 

levied for refunding this amount, as is usual in the reftmding 
of bonds? . 

Mr. SULZER No. It does not provide for that, because tax
ation is limited by the org:;tnic act to 2 per cent. 

1\Ir. NORTON. There is no provision, then, in legislation for 
the refunding of these bonds? 

l\1r. SULZER. Well, they can be repaid out of taxation. The 
bonds extend for a period of 20 years, and during ·that period 
of time the money can be obtained to pay them. 

Mr. NORTO . Well, it is usual in the States, when bonds 
are issued, for provision to be made at the same time for their 
payment, by the levy of a tax over a series of years to create a. 
repayment fund. 

1\fr. SULZER. Well, I will say to the gentleman that this 
bill is practically identical with former bills of this kind that 
have been passed by Congress authorizing the city of Valdez to 
construct a dike and the city of Juneau to construct a school 
building and is ue bonds for $75,000. That was .passed by the 
last Congress. I do not think there is any danger that the 
money will not be provided at the proper time to repay these 
bonds. 

l\fr. NORTON. I will say to the chairman of the .committee 
that it seems to me that in legislation of this kind it is very 
wise to provide the method for the repayment of the bonds by 
a tax levy. 

l\1r. HOUSTON. That would depend upon the credit of the 
municipality. It they can float these bonds there will be no 
trouble on the score the gentleman speaks of, because it is ex
pected that by the increase in value and improvement of prop
erty resulting by reason of this" act they will be able to raise 
money by 2 per cent taxation to meet this indebtedness.'-

1\fr. NORTON. To create a fund to pay it? 
1\fr. HOUSTON. Yes; to create a fund to pay it. The same 

thing was done in the case of the two municipalities mentioned 
by the Delegate from Alaska [Mr. SULZER]. -

1\Ir. 1\:IOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, this is a small 
matter, remtively, but it involves an important question, to 
which I wish to call the attention of the gentleman. Could the 
$25,000 be raised in the vicinity of Seward, Alaska 1 

1\f.r. HOUSTON. Do you mean could these bonds be floated 
among parties there? 

1\fr. l\fOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
1\fr. HOUSTON. It is so expected by the friends and advo

cates of the measure. 
l\1r. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I observe that the principal 

and interest is to be paid in lawful money at the office of the 
town treasurer, or at such bank in the city of New York, in the 
State of New York, or such place as may be designated by the 
common council of the town of Seward. For what reason is 
"New York" inserted there'l 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, perhaps they have their banking ac
count there and it would be more convenient for them to do it 
there. I am not able to give a detailed reason for their doing 
that. They might, perhaps, get the capital from New York, 
and for that reason it would be more convenient to liquidate 
the bonds at that point. 

l\1r. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The only question that might 
stand in the way of the passage of the bill, I assume, would be 
whether or not there is a good reason for issuing tile bonds. 
.'.l'hat is to be determined by -the people of Sewru.·d themselves? 

1\Ir. HOUSTON. Yes, ,sir. . 
Mr. 1\IOOUE of Pennsylvania. The question of floating bonds 

is rather an important one at this particular time, and if I were 
in charg-e of this bill I would endeavor to have it passed as 
quickly as possible if there was any expectation of floating 
those bonds outside of the vicinity of S-eward, for this reason: 
The war-finance corporation bill, which is now in conference, 
provides for the organization of a capital issues committee, 
;-which would har-e a treJ'.9endous influence in the sale of bonds 
such as these. That matter was under discussion during the 

consideration of the war-finance corporation bill. BJit bonds of 
this kind would not be floated ordinarily in the city of New 
York, I a sume, without the approval of the capital issues com
mittee. If th9 bonds could be floateu in the vicinity of Seward, 
or elsewhere up in Alaska, or at Spokane, Wash., where the 
people are more familiar with Seward than are the people in 
the East, probably there would be no difficulty. The Constitu
tion would pr,tect tlleir ·right to issue the bonds. But if the 
capital issues committee were to disapprove this issue as not 
being contributory to the purposes of the war it i$ not likely 
that the bonds could be floated in the East, notwithstanding the 
interest rate might be as high as 8 per cent. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 1 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
1\Ir. SULZER. I do not think there is any doubt but that 

these bonds could be floated right in the city of Seward. That 
is the opinion we have received from representatives from the 
city of Seward, including members of the city council, who drew 
the bill and advocated its passage. We are anxious to have it 
enacted, not only for the reason tile gentleman cites, but also 
for the reason that there is an election to be held, and that will 
take a considerable time, and it is desirable to get the matter 
under way as soon as possible before next fall for fear of a 
repetition of the disaster which took place in the town of 
Seward last fall. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have no objection to the bill. 
I approve of it, but I suggest that it ought to be passed speedily, 
because if it is not passed b"efore the war-insurance corporation 
bill goes into effect you will have difficulty in floating the bonds 
unless they can be floated somewhere in the vicinity of Seward 
and without rehandling. 

·Mr. SULZER. I thank the gentleman for his suggestion. · 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross

ment and third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read th~ third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. HousTON, a motion to reconsider the vote 

whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 

bill. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by 1\fr. Waldorf, its enrolling 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
9314) making appropriations for the Diplomatic and Consular 
Service for the :fiscal year ending June 30, 1919. 

TOWN SITE ON FORT HALL RESERVATION, IDAHO. 
The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 

was the bill (H. R. 4910) to authorize the establishment of a 
town site on the Fort Hall Reservation, Idaho. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (1\fr. liAMLIN). Is there objec-

tion to the present consideration of the bill? 
1\fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. May we have the bill read? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it e1wcted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized to set -aside and reserve for town-site purposes such 
tracts of lands within the Fort Hall Indian Reservation, Idaho, o.s in 
his opinion may be required for the future public interests, and he may 
cause the same to be surveyed into suitable lots and blocks and to dedi· 
cate the streets and alleys thereof to public uses; and he is hereby 
authorized to set apart and reserve for school, park, and other public 
purposes not more than 10 acres in any one t()wn site; and patents 
shall issue for the lands so set apa.rt and reserved for school. park, and 
other public purposes to the municipality legally charged with the care 
and custody of lands donated for such purposes on condition that 
Indian children shall be permitted to attend the public schools of such 
towns under the same conditions as white children. 

SEC. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is further authorized to 
cause the lots within such town sites as may be established hereunder 
to be appraised and disposed of under such rules and regulations as he 
may prescribe, and the net proceeds derived therefrom shall be placed in 
the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the Indians of the 
Fort Hall Reservation and may be paid to them per capita or expended 
for their benefit as the Secretary of the Interior may deem for their 
best interests: Provided, however, That any lands disposed of hereunuer 
shall be subject to all the laws o! the United States prohibiting the 
introduction of intoxicants into the Indian country until otherwise 
provided by Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to inquire if this is the usual and ordinary way of 
opening up land'3 for settlement in that country? 

l\Ir. S.l\liTH of Idaho. It i.s, when they nre Indian lands. 
1\fr. WALSH. They autlwrize the establishment of a town 

site? 
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1\Ir. Sl\1ITH of Idaho. Yes. The general law applying to town 
sites on public lands does not apply to Indian reservntions. · 

Mr. WALSH. I have _no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

- There "·as no objection: 
The SPEAKER p1·o tempore. This bill is on the Union Cal

endar. 
1\Ir. SMITH of Idaho. · I ask unanimous consent that" this bill . 

be. considel.·ed in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The _gentleman from Idaho asks 

unanimous consent that this bill be considered in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. . 
The follov;ing committee amendments were read, considered, 

and agreed to : 
Page 1, line 5, strike out the words " such tracts " anti insert the 

words ·• a tract." · 
Strike out the word "lands " and insert the word "land." 
Page 2, line 1, strike out the word "anyone" and insert the word 

"such." · 
Page 2, line 7, strike out the word "towns " and i~set·t the word 

"town." · 
Page 2, line 9, strike out the word "sites" and insert the word "site." 
Page 2, after the word " and," in line 11, insert the words "any and 

all expenses in connection with the survey, appraisement, and sale of 
such town site shall be reimbursed from the sales of town lots, and." 

Page 2, line 16, after the word " and," strike out the words " may be 
paid to them per capita or el..'Pended for their benefit as the Secretary of 
the Jnteriot• may deem for tbeiL· best interests" and insert in lieu 
thereof the worus "shall be subject to appropriation by Congress for 
their benefit." 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

Mr. 'V AIJSH. 1\Ir. Speaker, I notice by the report that there 
is un amendment to the title. Has the title been amended? 

The . SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair 
that there is no amendment to the title. . 

J\lr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If the title reads as it does in 
the calendar there ought to be an amendment to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would be in 
· order to offer an amendment to the title. 

J\fr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It should be amended so as to 
read "site" instead of "sites/' 

Mr. STAFFORD. The title is entirely proper, l\1r. Speaker. 
1\Ir. G..:U{ll.ETT of Tennessee. The report says that the title 

is to be amended. 
~rile SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair 

that the calendar seems to be wrong, and that the bill is cor
red as to the title. 

Mr. F'RENCH . . I think the title bas been corrected, but I 
ask unanimous consent that it be corrected so as to read as it 
is on the print of the bill that we have been considering, which 
refers to just one town site. 

Mr. GAR11E'rT of Tennessee. Let tl1e gentleman ask unani
mous consent that the title be umended to conform to the text 
of the bill. 

l\Ir. FRENCH. Yes. 
'f'he SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the title 

will be amended to conform to the title of the bill. 
1\fr. S'.rAFFORD. There is no necessity for that. The title 

of the bill as reported is correct. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Perhaps the original bill was not correct. 
l\Ir. STAFFORD. This is the original bill. . 
The· SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re

quest of the gentleman from Idaho that the title be amended to 
conform to the text of the bill? · 

There was no objection. 
On motion of Mr. SMITH of Idaho. a motion to reconsider the 

vote by which the bill was passed was laid on .the table. 
INTOXIC.ATI ~a LIQUORS IN THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. n. 9960) to prohibit the sale) manufacture, :md 
importntion of intoxicating liquors in the Territory of Hawaii 
dm·ing the period of the war. 

'rhe Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
J\Ir. S'l'AFFORD. 1\lr. Speaker, I object. 
1\Ir. HOUSTON. 'Vill the gentleman reserve his objection? 
1\lr. STAFli.,ORD. No; we have a great number of bills on 

t11e calendar to-day for consideration. 
Mr. J\fONDELL. This is a very important bilL I think the 

gentleman ought to give us time to discuss it, at least. 
'rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wiscon

Rin objects. The bill will be stricken from the calendar. 

PUEFERENCE RIGHT OF ENTRY BY CAREY -.A.CT ENTRYMEN. 
1'he next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 

wt~1 the bill (H. H.. 5559) ·to authorize a ·preference right of 
eHry by certain Carey Act entrymen, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAICER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
1\fr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 1\lr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent that this bill be considered in the House as in Coni
mittee of the Whole. 

J\lr. STAFFORD. Has the objecting stage been passed? I 
understood there wus no objection to the consideration of the 
bill. 

. The SPE.AKER pro tempore. The Chair announced that tl1ere 
was no objection to the consideration of the bill. · 

Mr. STAFFORD. The.l!l before the bill .is reported it will 
have to be considered either in the House or in Committee of 
the Whole. 

'l'he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado 
asks that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Reserving the right to object, 
the gentleman from Colorado [l\Ir. TAYLOR] will make an ex
planation of this bill, will he not? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to consider

ing the bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole? 
There was no objection. 
T)le bill was read, as follows : 

· Be 1t enacted, etc., That in cases where Carey Act projects upon the 
public lands are not consummated by the States holding same and the 
lands segregated are restored to the public domain the Secretary ~f 
the Interior is authorized, undee such general rules and reguiations 
as he may establish, to accord a preference right of entry under th3 
homestead Jaws for not exceeding 60 days after such restoration to 
settlers and entrymen who have in good faith entered or purchased 
such lands from the States and who have established actual residence 
upon the lands or made substantial and permanent improvements 
thereupon. 

\vith the following committee amendment : 
Strike out all after the enacting clause anu insert the following: 
That the Secretary of the Interior, when restoring to the public 

domain lands that have been segregated to a State under section 4 of 
the act of August 18, 1894, and the acts and resolution;; amendatory 
thereof and supplemental thereto, commonly called the Carey Act, is 
authorized, in his discretion and under such rules and regulations as 
he may establish, to allow for not exceeding 90 days to any qualified 
person a preference right of entry under applicable land laws of any of 
such lands to which such person had initiated a claim under the State 
laws, and upon which such person had established actual l>ona fiue 
residence, or had made substantial and permanent improvements. 

1\Ir. 1\IOORE of Pennsylvania. 'Vill the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. I will. 
l\1r. MOORE of Pennsylvania. As I understand the· bill 

from · t11e reading, it gives the Secretary of the -Interior the 
right to give a preference for a period of 90 clays to certain per
sons. I assume that these persons are within the State where 
the land is? 

l\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. Oh, yes; they have to be liv~ng 
on the ground itself, or to haye put substantial and penna
nent improvements on their claims. That is the only condi
tion upon which they would get a preference right under this 
bill. 

1\fr. MOORE of Pennsylv:mia. Some of us do not fo1low 
the land-law bills as closely as we might, but from a casual 
reading it occurred to me that the resident of a State being 
on the ground, and being more familiar with it than u man 
outside with equal rights, would always have the preference. 

Mr. J\IONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I yield to the gentleman from 

Wyoming. 
l\1r. l\10NDELL. This is the situation: The Carey Act is a 

law under which the State enters into an agreement with the 
Federal Government to reclaim certain desert lands. After 
they are thoroughly · reclaimed and the State has ·made proof 
of that fact to the Federal Government, the Federal Govern
ment transfers the lands to the State and then the State 
transfers them to the person who reclaims them. But there 
have been cases where the project of reclaiming· desert lands 
has failed---:where the project was of such magnitude and the 
difficulties so great that the State has been unable to make 
proof of · the reclamation, and in the meantime the settlers 
have gone on to the land under agreement with the State for 
this work, made settlement, and put in improvements in some 
cases of very considerable value. They are there, homestead 
settlers, with more or less valuable improvements. Now, the 
project having failed, the Secretary of the Interior restores it 
to the public domain. 

J\fr. MOORE of Penpsylvania. Where everybody has a chanc~ 
to come in. 

Mr. l\10NDELL. Yes ; under the general law. T he purpose 
of the bill is t o give the right t o the hardy pioneer who was 
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there and had settled with a vie.w of reclaiming, who had made 
the improvement-give him the right, if he is a qualified home
stead ettler, to remain on the land on which he is living and 
which he has improved, rather than to allow some one else, 
a stranger to the country and the proj~t and the enterpl'ise, 
to come in and take the land with the- improvements that this 
man has- made. No bill ever was presented to Congress- more 
thoroughly justified than this. 

1\fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The- preference is- to be given 
to the man already on the land and. who has made. improve
ments? 

Mr. 1\IONDELL. Ye . 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And who on the start would 

have 90 days over any newcomer? • 
l\lr. TAYLOR of Colorado. If Congress does not enact some 

law of this kind, any stranger or newcomer who can get on 
a faster horse and beats the rightful owner to the land office 
or to a United States commissioner can beat him out of his 
land, l1is home, and his property. 'l'here is no protection of 
the settler in the present taw. 

:n.rr. 1\IOOB.E of Pennsylvania. I realize tlmt a bonn fide 
settler has some equity there, but it seems to me that where 
such conditions do not prevail an outsider from any State 
should be placed in an equal position and ha\e equal rights 
with the man on the ground. 

l\Ir. l\IONDELL. That is true as to all the land. not ac.tually 
occupied under the Carey Act where the settlel' has made im
provements. Here is a, peculiar situation, and if the gentle
man will follow me he will see how unfair the land laws or 
rulings. in some· cases a1;e. If this was an ordina,ry piece of 
public domain, if it had not beeu under the Carey Act~ any set
tler wl10 was on the land at the time it became subject te home
stead settlement would have 90 days period to fil-e,--and, as a 
matter of fact, he would have six JI?.Ollths. But in view of the 
fact that this settler who may have been there five years and 
put thousands of dollws into it was a settler when the lands 
were withdrawu, the fact that he is on the ground with all 
rights and preferences 'vould give him no pre:ference right 
at alL 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. He would lose aU he put in'l 
l\lr. 1\fONDELL. Yes. 
l\Ir. 1\IOORE of Pennsyl-vania. But if you start out fl'esh, 

every citizen. would have a chance to take up tha.t land'.. 
l\Ir. 1\IONDELL. Yes; that is true of all the: land. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the- gentleman 

from Colorado has eA.-pired. 
Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. 1Hr. Speaker I ask unanimous 

con ent for. five minutes more time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado 

asks unanimous consent to proceed for fi.ve minutes- more. Is 
there objection? 

'There wa no objection. 
I\Il'. MOORE of Penn ytvania.. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. 'l'AYLOR ot Cowrado. Yes. 
l\Ir. MOORE of Penn ylva.ni~1. The preference is foJ: 90 daya 

onJ~~ :md in fa"Vor only ot the man on the ground who has made· 
imvro"Vements. If it was disposed of, he would lose all that 
he has put into the claim. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. That is it exactly. This bill 
imply giYes the bona fide settler, the· rightful occupant of the 

land, a chance to file on his claim under the Unitetl States. land 
laws and protect his prope"tty "tights as again t jumpers-people 
who have no right to it. 

1\Ir. SHERLEY. lf the gentleman will yield, I think the bill 
ougl1t to have a new title. I think it ought to be entitled "To 
induce State to fail in their obligations under tbe Carey Act, 
and to put back on the Federal Government the burden as
sumed under tlle Carey Act." , 

1\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That induces me to ask an
other que tion. How far are public moneys expended in the 
transaction? 

l\lr. 'l~YLOR of Colorado. Not a dolla:u in the world.. This 
bill can not possibly co t the Government anything. 

1\Ir. Sl\IITH of Idaho. The Go\ernment gets 25 .cents an acre 
for each acre entered. '.rhe money goes to the Federal Gol'ern
ment and not fl:om. the Federal Go"\ernment to the State. 

1\lr. MOORE of Penn yl'vania. Then_ there is nOthing to 
justifJ' the statement of. the gen±leman fi:om Kentucky? 

l\1r. Sl\.IITH of Idaho. Absolutely not. The gentleman from 
Kentucky assumes tha.t ev:erything undertaken. out there ought 
to be carried through no matter how physically impossible it 
may be. 

l\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. The fact that some of these Carey 
Act projects fail does not necessarily mean bad faith. It usually 
means that the projeet is bigger than was figured on, or that 

the premoters could not get the money to finance it, or that the 
n~ces ary water is insufficient or impo ible to obtain. There 
are many unavoidable reasons why they fail and leaye the 
people high and dry. I am simply n·ying by this bill to relieve 
those unforttmates as much as I can. ~ ... e want to give them a 
right at least to file on and hol<l that dry land if they want to 
and are willing to go ahead and comply with the United States 
publi0-land law and get. title to the land under the homestead 
law or whatever law may be applicable. 

Mrr l\IOORE of Pennsylvania. Does it grow out of h·rigation 
conce sions or anything o.f that kind? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. No; this condition arises out of 
a failure, for variouq reasons, by the promoters of the enter· 
prise to -comply with the agreement they make with the State, and 
when the l1l'Oject is abandoned, or collap es, the Secretary of the 
Interior declares it forfeitetl and cancels all the rights of the 
State and the promoters and declares the land open for public 
entry under the public-land laws ju t as if it never had been in 
a Carey Act project and anybody can go and file on it. But I 
want to preyent anybody from filling on any settler's claim if 
he \TII.nts to hold onto it himself 

1\-11:. FRENCH. 1\Ir. Speaker, let me call attention t() one 
concrete case, which will perhaps illustrate n good many. Here 
is n. tract of land which was withdrawn undeP the Carey Act 
and the State has undertaken its reclru:nation. The preliminary 
surveys, water test , and so on seemed to llltlicate that, say, 40,000 
acres could be reclaimed. The entrymerr were permitted to go 
upon the lantl in the area withdrawn and make entry. Po sibly 
that land could be fairly successfully farmed by dry farming,' 
though the highest use of the land is n{)t thus obtain-ed. ..t\.fter the 
reclamation project has been fairly worked out it has developed 
that instead of having enough water to redaim 40,000 acres of 
land there is enough merely to reelaim 30,000 acres of land, and 
here we-have 10,000 acres that is somewhat improved, that is being 
farmed tmder the dry-farming method, a very hard methou of 
farming, and to which the State is not able to give patent to 
the settlers. 'What nre we going to do with these settlers? 
They can not be taken in under the p1·oject fer there is not 
enough water. This is a bill that simply furnishes them relief 
so that they may acquire title tinder some land law and ~on
tinue as dry farmers: 

lUr. MOORE of Pennsylmnia. If they do not qualify in 
90 days. what happens? 

l\Ir. FRENCH. Then that is their fault, and the responsi
bility, 50 far as the GoveJ;"nmeRt is concerned, is at :rn enu. If 
they do not qualify, then they lose their rights to make pdor 
entry. 

Mr'. MOORE of Pennsylvunia. They may be ousted after 90 
days? 

1\lr. FRENCH. Yes. Of the 10,000 aeres I suggested, part 
of it will have been entered upon becau ·e it is expected that 
land could be reclaimed. P:lrt of it possibly has not been 
entered upon at all, because it was quite obvious to the public 
that it would not be reclaimed, though it is within the with
drawal. This bill takes care of both propo itions. It takes 
care of tho e lands that ha:ve settler upon them and tho e 
lands where there are no settlers, giving the right merely to the 
settlers, where there are settlers, to have 9(} days within which 
they mtty act. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsyl :mia. I want the gentleman t9 know, 
· and I want all these gentlemen from the 'Vest tQ know, that 
these settlers ha"Ve my sympathy. I believe they ought to be 
given every assistance pos ible. 'l'hey have a: hard enough time 
to get along, but they ought to be given no special advantage 
over ne"Weomers who have a right te go in on tbe lan<.l 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. If the gentleman had the time 
to read the petition,. it would Yery fully explain it to him. 

l\Ir. FRENCH. ~fay I suggest this to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania--

The SPEA.KER pro tempore. The time E>f the gentleman 
from Colorado has again expired. 

Mr. FRENCH. l\1r. Speaker. I as-k unanimous consent that 
he be given one. minute more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. FRE:NCH. Mr. Speaker, I just want to say th~t the 

settlers who are on these lands that thi amendment will assist 
with a preference right a..re pos ibly from the gentleman's own 
State and from the other States. They ~-ent then~ at. a time 
when they had an opportunity to enter. They are not neces
sarily settlers from the State "itlli.o. ~·hich the project is 
located. They have come from the four corners of · the country 
and fiaye settled on this lund, and now, having expended money 
and L.'lbor and time in making improvements for nece ary build
ing.s, and so on, it seems they shoulu have the right of a few 
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ch.J.y \\'ithin whicll to ma~ a pl'ior entry wheu we mak the 
lancl available for e·utry uuller . orne other law. 

1\11· •• .'HERLgY. :Mr .• pcnJ\er, I move to , trike out the lust 
word. · I may JJc in. error, lJut it seems to me yery ·imple-wllat 
i" propo. ed here. A. long as these men·::; right are dependent 
on the carrying out <>f the terms of the Carey L..ct, just that long 
they will be pu"'hing the variou: State· and private companies 
to carry out the obligation they entered into when they got the 
lan<.l un<ler the arey law. The \ery moment they are glven a 
preferential right to. that land by the passage of this act, then 

. the failure of the State to o-o along with the prOJect <.loes not 
nere ru·ily concern them. I make the prophecy now tha.t you 
will ~'lvc any number of instances of pressure brought on the 
Federal Government for the undertaking of irrigation projects 
by the Fe<leral Government where the States and p1·tvute com
P3Jlies have fallen down as a result of the legislation to be 
enacted here to-day. 

M1:·. FRF.JJ.~CH.. ' 1\lr. Speaker, \Yill the. gentleman yieltl? 
Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. FRE~CH. The . ettler first of :ill -want.· to have llis 

Jnnd reclaimed. 
'1I1·. SHERLEY. Of cour e he does. What I am conce1·ned in 

i occa. ionally making people carry out their obligations and 
not always turning back to the Federal Govermneut to relieve 
them \V.hen they ma,I;e n bad bargain. 

1\Ir. FREXCH. But llere there is nothing tur:netl baclt to the 
Federal Government. 

M.r. SHERLEY. No; but they are turning back to the Ited
eral Govern.ment. You may be qulte. sure that the hill would 
not be o strongly advocated if it were turning something back 
t(} the Fetieral Government. They are. turning back. 

}\lr. Fll.ENCH. Tllere is no respo.n&ibillty turned a.ck to the 
FedeL·al Government. The lands that can be reclaimed !lave 
h n reclaimed by the State, ancl the lands that can not be 
brought under the ditch are lands that will be a..ffecte<l by this 
Jaw. 

l\I.t·. Sll.ERLEY. " ·-elL tile future " ·ill vroYe whiell of us. is 
·orrect. 

lUr. NORTON. In reference to the statement of the gentle
man from Kentucky tbat nothing would be turned back, take 
a ca e of this kind: Take a quarter of section of land that a 
man has filed npon. If he is permitted under ihe Carey· Act 
to acquire title to it from the Government he woul<.l have to 
cQIIlply with the provisions of tJ1e Carey Act in ha\ing tha.t 
Jaud reclaimed, would he not? 

Mr. FRENCH. Ye .. 
Mr. NORTO~ . If this act we1·e pa ~oo that land coul<.l be 

turned back to the Federal Government as not coming under 
the proYision of the Carey Act, and then the settler upon the 
land could immecUn.tely acquire complete title to the land 
1mcler the homestead law. There would not be such rigid 
r trictiou as un<lcr the Carey Act. That is the point.. 

~I.r. FRENCH. Wlutt I tried to make clear was this, that 
the advantage to the settler comes in lmving his land re
claimed. Th-ere is a Yast difference between the value of land 
1mder dry-farm conditions and land that is under irrigation 
conditions, and the ettlcr un<ler tho Carey Act has poor years 
until it is reclaimed. 

l\lr. NORTON. But i. it not h·ue the settler i ·· Ycrr much 
interested in·acquirin()' title in fee to the land? 

l\Ir. FRENCH. He would very much prefel~ to l1nvc it with 
ill \Yater. 

l\lr. SHERLEY'. He will get water nfter he get this bill 
tllrou·.,.h; at len. t, he \Yill come to Uncle Sam and try to get 
wnter. That i. the meat of the coconut. 

lfr. SillTli of Idallo~ Do we understand that the gentleman 
f1·om Kentucky i opposed to the reclamation of the arid land 
of the \Vest? 

:Mr. SHERLEY. . I will answer the gentleman. No; I am not 
OPllO eel to the reclamation of public lands; but I am opposed 
to inducing people to go out West undur false pretenses of re
claiming land that ought not to be reclaimed, and then, when 
men assume burdens, ha\e them come back here, a they ha\e 
l'cpeatedly, at the expense of the Public Treasury. 

Mr. S:~liTH of Idaho. It seems to have been intlmnted-
::U:r. , 'llERJ.JEY. I am not intimating. 
~IL'. SYITH of ltlalto. That the settlers nre not n uming any 
TJonsibility. 

.llr. SHERLEY. I am stating a fact. 

. fr. S::\JITH of Idaho. Ab olutely nDt. 
:\[r. SHERLEY·. In my judgment, the effect of thi: bill is to 

1 ako away the inccntiYc on the part of tllesc . ettlers to force 
lho State. and pri\ate- companies unfler the Cnr y _\.ct to . carry 
out the burdens they tbere a sumed • 

Mr. S:\:IITH of Itlabo. But tll<=re . :u·e . ·ome things '\rhlch H is 
impo · il:Jie to. accomplLh. If the watet· is· not there, how cun 
they un(!eriake to rechlim tfle land?' ~J\..Illl wl1 n the land i: 
not reclaimed 1t mu t go bn:ck to the Frocrul tlomuin, nntler 
the Carey .Act. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Thino,• are possible in two sen ·. T11er al'e 
economicaUy pos~ible and they are 11hysically possible. Tlte-rc 
are a number of things that are not economically possible nncl 
t11crefore ure not being uone by State or private interests, . and 
they a.re physically po~sible, and then they are brought on this 
:floor to be done at the expense of the Public Trea.o:mry. 

1'111T. SMITH o-f Id.a.ho. Doe the gentleman from Kentucky 
know tliat on one irrigation project in Idaho w-e raised Ia.st 
year over $3,000,000 '\Yortll of produce, whleh is· in exces..<; of the 
entire cost of the reclamation of that project, and yet b~ stands 
up here anti opposes every pi·ece o.f 1-egisl.a.tion:--

1\lr. SHERLEY. No; the gentleman does not. 
Mr. SliiTH of Idaho (continuing} . Proposed t(} reclaim the

arid lands of the 'Ve t. 
1\Ir. SHERLEY. I uo nt>t do anytlling o.f the kind, and na~ 

bouy knows better than the gentl-eman, lmt I do not lose l1ly 
bend. untier the spell of a name. I do not under tfle gui e of 
irrigation tllink you are going to create :.m Et Dorado. I saw 
some of the irrigation project. that oaght never to llrtve been 
created. 

lli. Sl\IITH of Idaho. That is quite tru~ 
::\lr. SHEBJ .... EY. And I know there· is. $10,000,000 o1 <le4t to 

tl'le Federal G(}ve:mment as a :result of stTme- ef the irrigation 
projects. I insist the burden is npon the gentle.tlliln when he 
undertakes to get into the T'rerumry rather than upon HS \vho 
resL<;t the efforts. to get into the Treasury. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Doe the gentleman want to nban1lun 
tlle whole irrigation plan? 
. Mr. SHERLEY. I do not, but I want the gcnUeman to show 
cause in each instance-, and it seems to- be reJ entecl on t11i:: floor 
when anybooy rises to inquire touching the matter. 

Mr. SlllTII of Idnllo. It is ee:rtainl'y resented when it ap
pears any .Membe1~ iS so prejudiced against the de elopment of 
the arid lands aml apparently di in·c1iued to be infonneli ns to 
the facts in regard to- the e mutters. 

Mr. • HERLEY. Let the fact determine whether it i~ n 
matter of prejudice or u matter of judgment. 

J.Ir. TAYLOR of ColOl'ado. J'ust a moment. 
lfr. l\IONDELL. l\Ir. Chairman. I desire to be recognizetl. 
l\Ir. SHERLEY. I lla\e the flom·. 
l\Ir. MONDELL. I tb.ought the gentleman had finished. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I suggest to the gentleman from 

Kentucky-! know he is very bm~;y and does not h.ave tiine to 
study these reports. I hn.ve attached to this: repoxt a petition 
igned by 103 men wbo have been living on one- of these proj· 

ects foe about 10 years, an<l the promoters hn:Ye not been able 
to finance it. They have not been able to. get sufficient water; 
they llave not and probably can not complete it. It has not 
yet lJeen forfeited o'r canceled, but the chnnces are that it will 
b.e i.E something is not done soon, and r um trying to protect 
t.q.ose disappointed and unfortunate- people on that proje<?t in 
their property rights. 

Mi.·. SHERLEY. I will simply rt.Dswcr the gentleman by say
ing a petition of.103 men uoes not prove anything. 

.:..Ir. T.AYLOR of Colorado. It ve~·y clearly shO\VS their actual 
condition on that lan<l. It is not their fault thnt nothing has 
been done for 10 years. Tl1ey lutve already lost enough, and 
the commllil.ity has lost enough, without permitting orne 
stranger to confiscate these settlers' homes and property rights. 

l\Ir. SHERLEY: Of conr e ~ but the condition of a person is 
not a. necessary reason for coming here. I have more people 
in one wRrd of my town than a good many sections in these 
'Ve ·tern 'States, an<l I could get a petition of thou ands of meri 
if they thought they could get speci~ l legislation t>y t.Jie. signing 
of a petition. 

1\Ir. TAYLOR of Coloruclo. My deru· sir, if we had. not iu the 
past been able to secure n more libe1·ai. policy toward the de
velopment of the We t than the gentleman indientes, we would 
not to-dny have as many in tlle 16 Western States as he ba in 
one precinct of his home city. Congress in fOt~mer years per· 
sued a. policy of b.·ying to build up the West and develop a new 
countl·y, and that i the way the West was de\'eloped, but there 
is much need and mnch room for a great tleal more development • . 

1\Ir. SHERLEY. I am wil~ing to build it up, but I do not 
want the price to become too high. · 

1\tr. TAYLOR of Colorado. We arc not asking Uncle :::lam 
for que dollar. We merely a ·k fair tr~atment . . Wilen prople 
put in many of 'the he t ye.nrs of their u,~es und tbe J1ardest 
possible -work fll}-~ untold privation;·, disappointments and h::trd· 
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ships trying to get a home, I ha\e always done the best I 
could to help them and to prevent anyone from beating them 
out of their property rights, and that is exactly what this bill 
<loes. It is so plninJy nnd eminently fair and just that I can 
not understand how anyone can oppose it. 

Mr. l\10NDELL. 1\Ir. Spenker, I think this deb.ate illustrates 
as well as anything we have heard here in a long time how some 
misunderstanding and lack of full information in regard to a 
matter may mislead men. What is the situation? • Of all the 
faiJ: pieces of legislation that have ever been brought before the 
Congress concerning the public lands, this is perhaps as fair as 
any e\er presented. All that western territory that would be 
affected by a bill like this has for the last 50 years nnd more 
been subject to homestead settlement and entry. Any man at 
any time, a citizen of the United States or who bad declared 
his intention to become one,.could go upon any tract of this land, 
enter it, and secure title under the homestead law. · But in c~r
tain locations hardy pioneers, in order to do a little better than 
simply settle the lands under the homestead law without their 
being reclaimeu, made an effort to reclaim them under the 
dru·ey Act. In some cases that effort was not successful. Now, 
if the lands had never been embraced in the Carey Act segre
gation, these men would have a prior right to make a homestead 
entry, but the land having been withdrawn the man settled 
upon it did not acquire any pr~ferential right. The stranger, 
the wayfarer, might step into his shoes-and into his house and 
declare himself a homestead entryman and secure the land in 
prefet·ence to the man who had lived upon it and spent his 
money in the improvement of it. If there is anything fairer 
in the world than the proposition contained in this bill I do not 
know what ·it would be, unless there are some people somewhere 
who want to invit~ folks who have no interest in a piece of land, 
who have made no effort to reclaim it and establish u home on 
it, to secure an advantage over the ·man and his family who llu\e 
endeavored to reclaim it and secure a home upon it. The gentle
man from Kentucky talks about the danger of some burden being 
placed on the Federal Government": If there was any hope of 
these lands being reclaimed by the Federal Government or any
one else, what is proposed here is the very last thing that any
one would want to have done. If there was any hope of the 
Federal Government ever taking these lands into a Federal 
project, the settler would sit tight and wait until that time. It 
is because there is no hope, it is because the only wuy that the 
lands cun be utilized is by dry farming, that this relief is sought. 
Out of some knowledge of the situation, I want to assure the 

. gentleman from Kentucky [1\Ir. SHERLEY] that his fears are 
without any sort of foundation that the Federal Government 
will be asked to come and reclaim these claims. If there was 
the slightest hope of that being done, the settlers would not be 
uskiug to have the lands restored to entry. They would stay 
where they are until the Federal Government came along, in the 
meantime enjoying the land as best they might. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 1\Ir. Speaker, I move· to strike 
out the last two words. 

I would not be misunderstood by any one of my friends 
from tlle Western States with regard to this proposition, but 
it seems to me they are just .a little sensitive in the matter of 
criticism. The gentleman f1·om Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] bas 
opened up u field for discussion here which is intensely inter
esting, and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR] has 
responded to him by calling attention to the report, which 
alludes to a petition signed by 100 settlers-farmers, stock
men, and business men-immediately adjacent to a Carey 
Act segregation in western Colorado, the burden of which seems 
to be that the Great Northern Irrigation & Power Co. started 
a development on what is referred to as extremely "fertile 
acres," thousands of them, and thut while these settlers have 
gone in in good faith and have remained there for -10 years 
nothing has been done--

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. By the company. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvaniu. By the company to bring 

these lands up to a state where they might be profitably culti
vated, leaving these settlers high and dry, as it were. 

1\Ir. GORDON. Especially dry. 
1\fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; dry. I said a little 

while ago, and I was criticized for it by one of my friends 
from the Eust-and I am ruising no sectional lines here-thut 
these men had my sympathy; I repeat that if there is any 
prospector on earth who has my svmpathy it is a mun wl10 
will leave the fertile lands of the East and go out West and 
live on these desert lands, waiting for somebody to keep his 
promises to make them fertile. He has my sympathy, and is 
entitled to it; and he is entitled to the sympathy of every 
eastern man who is on good soil. But the wonder to me is why 
men will be induced to leave fertile soil, land that is arable, 

land that is capable . of cultivation, land that is already irri
gated by nature, to muke this bold undertaking--

1\Ir. SHERLEY. ·wm the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylyania. Yes. 
1\Ir. SHERLEY. There is an old saying that "far-off oxen 

have long horns." 
·Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. - And tllat is an axiom that is 

more or less true; but it does not remove the element of sym
pathy we ought to ha\e for these unfortunate and brave men 
who go out into these arid nnd semiarid regions, stake off 
claims, and live there indefinitely, hoping somebody will bring 
them water. I do not wunder that my friend from Idaho .. 
[Mr. SMITH] makes the fight he does on this floor. If I rep
resented these people, I would fight as hnrd us he does and 
harder if I had the ability. 

Mr. Sl\U'.rH of Idaho. Does not the gentleman admit, at 
least to himself, that he \Vishes he had gone out West 20 years 
ago and grown up with the country? 

1\fr. 1\IOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. I mjght have been a 
Senator of the United States by this time, as the gentleman 

-from Idaho may be. 
Now, I am not going· to oppose this bill. I shall support it 

because I desire to see some relief brought to these people, who 
are likely to lose out after all their hardship. I do not under
stund that this is an unfair arlvuntage to anybody, but .that a 
preference is being given here to these unfortunate but brave 
men who have gone out of the East-- -

1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. That is a.ll there is to it. 
1\fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania (continuing). ·who have gone 

out there and taken their chances in territory like that. But the 
wonder to me is that the gentlemen who represent these people 
do not give us more information as to why these irrigation com
panies or these concerns like the Great Northern Irrigation & 
Power Co., that induce the people to go on these land , do not 
make good. That, to· me, is a serious question. Somebody in
duces these people to go there. Representatives, like my friend 
from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR), stand up on the floor here val
iantly and consistently advocating these matters, and they ought 
to do it; but it seems to me they do not go to the full length. 
They ought to help us in some way or another to reach the 
people who fuduce these bona fide settlers to go upon the lunds 
only to be caught in such a trup, as it sometimes seems. 

Mr. 'V ALSH. 1\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. 1\IOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 

Massachusetts . 
~Ir. WALSH. I am sure that the gentleman from Pennsyl

vania does not wish to have .the impression conveyed that th~ 
sole reason which compels him to support this measure is his 
sense of sympathy for these people. 

1\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not necessarily. 
Mr. WALSH. That is lhe only reuson the gentleman has 

given. 
1\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. No. I _think there is an ele

ment of justice in it. I say that frankly. I think there is an 
equity here. Here ure nien who huve been struggling for 10 
years upon this desert territory, if the statements made in this 
petition are true-
. Mr. TAYLOR of· Colorado. That is true. I have been over 
the ground myself--

1\'Il·. :MOORE of Pennsylvania. People who huve been wait
ing for this reclamation company to make good. 

l\1r. GORDON. And it is waiting for Congress to make good. 
1\fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. For Congress or the State to 

make good? 
Mr. GORDON. No; Congress. 
1\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvaniu. Meanwhile these tenants huve 

made improvements. They have expended their labor and their 
money, and that is where my sympathy comes in. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I offer a little amendment. 
1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorudo. Let us adopt the committee 

amendment first. · 
1\Ir. FRENCH. This is on the committee amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemun from Iduho 

offers an amendment to the committee amendment. The Clerk 
will report it . 

The Clerk reud as follows : . 
Amendment offered by Mr. FRE~CH to the committee amendment: 

Page 2, line 10, strike out the words "qualified person " and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: "such· Carey Act entrymen." 

1\I.r. FRENCH. 1\fr. Speaker, as the committee will see, that 
.is simply language that will clarify the language of the bill. I 
hope there \vill be ao objection to it. 
. 1\Ir. STAFFORD. 1\Ir. Speaker, will the gentlemun yield ? 

1\Ir. FRENCH. Yes; I will be glad to yield. 

• 
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:Yr. STAFFORD. Of etmr:·e, the t;entlemn.n hy the runenu

ment enlarges the du ·s ,.,ho may make entry, as I lmderstand it, 
under thl ~ act. It re.sh·icts them to the Carey Act entrymen. 

Mr. FREXCH. Ye~; n one else would haTe any 11reference 
rights there: · 

1\lr. TAYLOR of Colorado. If he were not a qualified Carey 
Act enh·yma.n, he would not be on the project. 

:Mr. STAFFORD. But under eXisting law ::Lllf person can 
entei: tll.ese Carey Ad la.nds, whereas it is the purpose of this 
bill to limit this prb .. ilege to take this land only to those who 
are qualified. 

Mr. FRENCH. Qualified how? 
Ur. STAFFORD. Under national law. 
Mr. TAYLOR .of Colorado. If we did not .a.ilopt t.lris amend

ment, there are a great many people, especially in the State .of 
Idaho, who could not get the benefit of it. Some one would 
come along and take their rights away from thein. That is the 
reason for the amendment. 

fr. STAFFOllD. It is more liberal in a way. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The bill. as I inh·odueeu it and 

as it is before us now, gives a preference right of entry "to 
any qualifie<l person." lt does not say "any qualified entry
man." A person wl10 has used his homestead right is a qha1ifiecl 
entryman under the Carey Act. I think the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Idaho [:Mr. FRENCH] would protect some 
people that .might possibly not be included in the bill as it is 
now. Tlmt is, it migl1t be so constroed, so I think it is a proper 
amendment 

Mr. W.ALSH. But, .Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Idalto 3 ieh~ to the 

gentleman from hlassa.chusetts? 
1\lr. FRENCH. I will be glad to yiclu .. 
Mr. WALSH. This proposed amendmcut, of c.our._e, is 

broader than the bHl as introduced. It is much broader than 
the bill as amended by the cDmmittee, an<l woul<l, I think, in
clude persons who were not intended to be relieved under tlw 
}1rOVisions of the act, either as introduced or as amended. 

1\ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. If the gentleman will yield to me 
for a minute, I will say that this bill was prepared, at my re
quest, by the law officials of the Interior Department; that is, 
the present phraseology of the bill is really departmental. But 
everal days ago the gentleman from Idaho {Mr. SMITH] called 

my attention to the fact that they had one or more projects in 
his State which under this present language might not be re
lieved; that is, that some of the settlers on those projects have 
used their homestead rights or desert-land rights. There are 
very worthy people, with Improvements and homes, living on 
the land, and he sai<l that under the language of my bi11 he 
feared those people might not be protected, -and askec1 if I 
would object to this .amendment. I think the bill is probably 
broad enough, but if tlwre is any question about it I filll pet·
fectly willing to accept this amendment a.nd make the bill 
clearly protect the homes and property rights of .everyone. I 
do not sE>e how any harm could come from it. That would 
make the bill rea<l as follows : 

That the Seer~tary of the Interior, ·when restoring t<> tbe pnblie do
main lan~s that ha\e been segregated to a State under section 4 of the 
n.ct of August 18, ~894, and the a£:ts nnd resolutions amendatory 
thereof and supplementnl thereto, c~.nimonlY called the Carey Act, Is 
nutborized, in his discretion and und<>.r such rules and ~·e.,aulations as 
he may establish. to allow for not eX<'eedlng 90 da:ys, to any fmcb 
Carey Act -entryman. a preference right of <entry under applicable 
public-land Jaws of any o1 sueh lands to wbich f'uch person ·had .initiated 
n claim under the State laws and ueon which ·such person had estab
lished aetual bona fide residence or :.hnrl ma:de su!n;tantia1 and perma
nent improvements. 

Mr. WALSH. The only ha1•m in it is that it makes it wider 
open. 

Ir4 TAYLOR of Colorado. Oh, no. It Jllitke. · the bill more 
clearly express what I intended. 

Mr. WALSH. It permits these people to be reliev-ed who 
nre not qualified persons under the Carey Act. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. They must be quulifieti }Jersons 
unde· the Carey Act or they could n.ot be there. In addition 
they must be actual residents ·on the land or people who lmve 
actually put valuable and permanent improvements on the 
land. EntiTe strangers to the project could not come in and 
get a preference right to file on anybody else's property. A 
Carey Act entrymen who has in good faith restablish£..(1 a resi
tlence upon his dai:m or put valuable and permanent improve
ments on it is entitled to be protected in his rights, even if he 
had formerly used his homestead right. 

Mr. WALSH. It seems to me that the :amenclme.nt propo.s~d 
is much broader than the original law or than the biU ti.s filed. , 
'l11e amcn<lment is proposed for the sake of ;relie~ing a .few 
vcople. It is 1ery unwi c, in my juClgmcnt, to put in this lan
'~'Uag~. 

l\lr. JUUL. lli. Speaker, "·ill tl1e gentleman -yleld"? 
Mr. 'V4'\LSH. Yes. . 
l\Ir. JUUL. Does not the gentleman th4lk that if he 'lv.onld 

look at line 12 he would find that it would be impos ible to 
grant relief to anybody who had not initiated claims? 

Mr. ·wALSH. I think so. 
Mr. JUUL. If that is the case, then the limitation upon this 

bill is that a man, in order to secure any benefit from this law, 
must at some time or another have initiated a claim. If 
only such people can profit by it, I think it is mighty safe 
1egislation. 

The SPEAKER pro·tempore. The time of the gent1eman from 
Idaho [Mr. FRENCH] has expired. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Idaho to the 
committee amendment. · 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the umenu
ment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment as modified by the amendment of 
the gentleman from Idaho. 

The e.ommittee amendment as mouifieti was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross

ment and third reading of tile House bill as amended. 
· The bill ns amenued was orrdered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of lli. TAYLOR of Colorado, a motion to reconsi-der 

the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the r1cxt 

bill. 
l~TERE 1' PAYMENTS TO THE CHEROKEE NATION. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consenl was 
the bill (H. R. 4699) providing for the payment of certain in
terest ou items 1 and 4 of the judgment of the C~mrt of ChlimS 
of May 18, 1905, in frtvor of the Cherokee Nation. 

The title of the bill was read. 
1\fr. HASTINGS. I ask unanimous oonsent that this bill be 

passed over without prejudice. 
'.rhe SPEAKER pro tempor.e. The gentleman from Oklahoma 

asks unanimous consent that this bill be passed over without 
prejudice. Is there objection? . 

Mr. 'V ALSH. I shall object, unless the bill goe.s to the foot 
of the calendar. 

Mr. HASTINGS. ()h, certainly. 
1\fr. WALSH. Will the gentleman ruoilify his reqt1est? 
Mr. HASTINGS. Certainly. I ask that it go to the foot of 

the calendar. · 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemaN from Oklahoma 

asks tmanimous consent that the bill be passed over without 
prejudice and go to the foot .of the cnlcnflnr, Is ibere objection? 

There was no objection. 
CLAn.IS OF THE CHEROKEE NATION. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanim<>u:s C~n. ent 
was the bill (H. R. 357) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court 
of Claims to hear, con'sider, nnd determine c-ertain claims of too 
Cherokee Nation against the United States. · 

The ClerK: read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the.re objection to the present 

consideration of the bill? 
llr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the .l'iglrt to object, 

in view of the action taken by the gentleman from Oklahoma 
'[Mr. HASTINGS] on the pdor bill, to whieh no serious objection 
was registered when tliis ·calendar was called on the last occa
sion, except to thnt provision to which the Secretary of the 
Inte1·ior objected, I expected that the gentleman from Okla· 
homa would ask unanimous consent to l13.ve this bill go over 
without prejudice. If he does not do so, I shall have to object .. 

Mr. HASTINGS. · 1\Ir. Speaker, answering the gentleman: 
from Wiscousin~ ·an amendment has been suggested by the 
Secretary of the Interior, to be added to this bill, providing in 
effect that such fee shall be paid as the Com·t of Claims 1llft'Y1 

allow, and if unanimous ·oonsoot we1·e given., I lmd intended to 
offer that amendment to this bill. I thought that would -ob
viate any objection that there might be to its consideration. If 
the gentleman will permit me, this is l'ecommended by the In~ 
terior l)epartment, and is to refer to the Court of Claims this 
mutter for adjudication. I do not think ther-e would be any, 
objection to that. The only objection at nll tl13.t was founrl to 
the bilL, or at least the principal objection-! believe the1·e we:~:e 
one .or two ().ther minor amendments-was that the amount of 
the fee should be fixed by the O()urt of Claims. I was going te 
offer that amendment, and I thought that then there would be 
no other objection to the consideration of this bill. 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. Ml\ Speaker, in view of the statement . 
made by tl1e gentleman from Oklahoma, I nsk 1mnnimous con-
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sent that the bill be passed. over without prejudice, to take its 
place at the foot of the calendar. 
· Mr. HASTINGS. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be passed over without 
prejudice, to take its place at the foot of the calendar. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 2489) to create two · additional associate justices 
of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of this bill? 
1\fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 1\Ir. Speaker, I object for the 

present. 
The SPEAKEn pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl

vania objects. The bill will be stricken from the calendar. 
:.Mr. WEBB. l\1r. Speaker, will not the gentleman withhold 

Ws objection-.-
. l\1r. l\IOORE of Pennsylvania. Since the gentleman from 
North Carolina evinc·es his interest in this bill, I will say that 
it appears that this is a matter of such importance that it ~mght 
to come up in the regular way and not be passed by unammous 
consent. 

l\1r. WEBB. Will not the gentleman withhold his objection 
for a moment? · 

1\1r. l\IOORE of Pennsylvania. I will withhold the objection, 
certainly. 

1\fr. WEBB. I realize that this is a matter of importance 
from a parliamentary standpoint; but, on the other hand, it is 
of much greater importance to the litigants and. public of this 
city that this bill should be passed at once. I want to say to 
mv frienll from Pennsylvania that a year ago the necessity for 
additional judges in the Supreme Court of this District was 
so pressing that the Judiciary Committee, by .. unanimous vote, 
r·ecommended. the passage of this bill, and it passed this House 
by unanimous consent and went to the Senate and passed that 
body in practically the same way; but an additional judge was 
tacked onto the bill, and the House Judiciary Committee could 
not agree to that; so the bill died in conference. During this 
session the bill has passed the Senate and has been reJ?orted 
back to the House by unanimous vote of the Judiciary Com
mittee. 

I want to say to my friend that in my service here in the 
House there has not been anywhere a more congested. and d.is
tTessing condition of affairs in the way of an overcrowded 
docket of a court than exists in the Supreme ·court of this 
District. Last year this supreme court terminated 7,884 cases; 
in other words, 1,313 cases per judge, according to the Attor
ney General's report. The average termination of cases by 
Federal judges in United States courts is about 180 or 190 cases 
each pel; year. These judges in the District of Columbia ter
minated 1,313 cases each. For the sake of the litigants and 
the hurd-worked judges of this District I appeal to my friend 
from Pennsylvania not to object to this bilL 

··· l\1r. "r ALSH. I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [1\fr. l\fooRE] if he will not bestow upon the people of the 
District of Columbia, who, according to the representations of 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, are being denied jus
tice and the opportunity to present their cases, the same sym
pathy with which his heart is filled to overflowing toward the 
Deople of the great western country? 

l\fr. l\IOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Massa
chusetts [1\ir. WALsH] pleads like a lawyer; but I question 
whetl1er I would want to withdraw my objection at this time, 
o\\ing to certain information that I understand is available 
with respect to the necessity for these two new judges . . It is 
not usual to create judges by unanimous consent, a~ the gentle
man well knows. 

1\Ir. WEBB. I will say to my friend that by unanimous con
sent we have created six or eight new judges in this House in 
the last 12 years, and I remember one· for New Jersey, _one for 
California, and one for Pennsylvania . . 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There have been cases, one 
of which in particular has been called to my attention recently, 
where I am frank to say the House would not be justified in 
creating a new office. I do not want at this time to dispute the 
gentleman!s statement of facts with regard to the necessity for 
these two new judges. · 

Mr. · WEBB. I am getting my . facts from the report of the 
Attorney General. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Th.is court has been getting 
along Yery well with the judges that we have upon the bench, 
and it is rather unusual to ask for two judges. If this condi
tion has been so alarming, we might have had. a request for one 
judge long ago. , 

Mr. WEBB. I want to suggest to my friend that if he shoul<.l 
bring a suit on the civil side of the docket in this court, and he 
should find that he could not hope to have a hearing of it 
within two years, he would say that was a distressing condition. 
Litigants are not only being <lenied justice but they are being 
denied the opportunity to get into court. · These judges devote 
all their time that they can to their work, and do more work 
than any Federal judge of my acquaintance or knowledge. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WEBB. Yes. 
Mr. STAFFORD.. In the last Congress, in the Senate, a bill 

was introduced to try to correct this condition by conferring 
greater jurisdiction upon the municipal court and thereby to 
relieve the Supreme Court of the District of the trial of hundreds 
of cases of very minor consequence, involving amounts of $50 
and upward. A similar bill was introduced by the chairman 
of the committee in this House, but no such action has been 
taken this year. It is the opinion of certain attorneys in the 
District that the purpose now is to get the two audi tional 
judges and then come .before Congress and try to have the · 
jurisdiction rearranged so as to relieve this court, which should 
not be engaged in trials de novo Qr of appeal, of little, petty 
civil cases, whereby this court would no longer have cases that 
would require two additional judges. Is the gentleman ac-

. quainted with the trend of present-day legislation that has 
relieved circuit courts in Chicago and the circuit courts in 
my own home city of a great amount of minor litigation by 
vesting jurisdiction in minor civil cases in the municipal court 
and making the circuit courts only appellate courts on obvious 
errors in the record? 

l\fr. WEBB. In reply to the gentleman, I will say that he 
.would not deny litigants or defendants the ·right to appeal from 
· the police court where he is sentenced to one year in the 
penitentiary? 

l\ir. STAFFORD. I am not directing my remarks to the 
criminal side of the lower courts. · I am directing the gentle
man's attention to relieving the court of common pleas and the 
circuit court by enlarging the jurisdiction of the lower court 
and making the lower court's jurisdiction extend higher than 
that of the justice of the peace, thereby relieving the upper 
coui'ts from the trial of these petty cases. 

l\1r. 'VEBB. The municipal courts hero now have jurisdiction 
up to $500, and that is bigger than it is in the gentleman's 
State and in many States. 

l\1r. STAFFORD. The distinguished chairman of the Judi
ciary Committee shows he is not acquainted with the recent 
legislation. In my home city we found it very efficacious in 
the expedition of the trial of civil cases by transferring to the 
civil court, which superseded the court of the justice of the 
peace, jurisdiction to the amount of $2,000 in tort cases as 
well as contracts, and now the attorneys bring all their cases 
up to that amount, including personal-injury cases, into the 
civil court, anu get a trial within 30 days; and the cases on 
appeal to the circuit court are reversed only for error that 
obviously works an injustjce. 

Mr. WEBB. I will say that even if you should deny the right 
of appeal in every criminal case and in every civil suit begun 
in the police court and the municipal ·court in this city, this 
supreme court would be a harder-worked court than any court 
in the United States, because the appeal cases only amount to 
about one-sixth of the cases tried by it. 

l\fr. STAFFORD. It is not the appeal cases; but am I not 
right in saying that at present litigants may bring cases de 
novo before the District Supreme Court in"\'olving $50? . 

1\fr. WEBB. They can do it, but they never do do it. They 
bring them in the municipal court, where they can get immedi
ate trial. If they bring them in the supreme court they could 
not get a trial in a civil suit in less than two years. I sub
mit to the House in behalf of public justice that two new judges 
should be created for this District. 

l\Ir. GILLETT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WEBB. Yes. 
Mr. GILLETT. Is this the court over which our late associ-

ate, Judge Covington, presides? 
1\fr. WEBB. Yes. 
1\Ir. GILLETT. He is chief justice of that court? 
Mr. WEBB. Yes. 
1\f.r. GILLETT. Is it not a fact that the President thinks tp.e 

court has so little to do that he has assigned Judge Covington 
to other duties to which he is giving a part of his time? 
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1\lr. WEBB. No, sir; the chief justice is in his court prac

tically eYery day. The only difference is he does not take up a 
case that will require a week to try it. You will find him 
there this morning or this afternoon, I have no doubt. 

Mr. GILLETT. It takes a great deal of his time, does it 
not? 

l\1r. WEBB. ~o; not a great deal of time. He spends an even
ing or an afternoon on this labor proposition, but he does not 
sacrifice his court, because he is on the bench almost con
stantly. 

1\fr. GILLET'.r. · He is now on his way out West, is he not? 
1\lr. WEBB. No; I do not think so. He is doing great work 

in the interest of our common nm1 beloved ceuntry, and should 
not be criticized for answering the call of the President in l:he13e 
graYe times. 

The SPEAKEH. pro tempore. Is there objection? 
1\lr. MOORE of Pennsyl\ania. I object. 

REFINED PRODUCTS OF PETROLEUM .AS STORES ON \ESSELS 
CAlffiYING PASSE GERS. 

'.rhe next busines~ on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill ( S. 1546) to permit tlle use of certain refined 
products of petroleum as stores on steam Yessels carrying pas
sengers. 

The Clerk rend the bill, ns follows : 
· B e it enacted, etc., Tbat section 4472 of the Revised Statutes of tbe 

United States of .America be, arid the same is hereby, amenued by add
ing thereto the following provision: "Pro1:ided, lwtce-ver, That kero
s ene and lubri-::ating oils made from refined products of petroleum 
which will stand a fire test of not less than 300° F. may be used as 
stores on board steamers cal'rying passengers, under such regulations 
as shall be prescribed by the Board of Supervising Inspectors with the 
approval of the Secretary of Commerce." 

The SPEA.KEH pro tempore. Is there objection to the con
sideration of the bill? 

1\fr. ALEX.A.!~DER. This bill passell the Jast Congress and 
failed to pass the Senate, and in this Congre s it passed the 
Senate and is unanimously reported by the Committee on the 
lUerchant Marine and Fisheries. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
'l'he bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 

third time, and passed. 
On motion of l\Ir. ALEx.A. 'DER, a motion to reconsider the vote 

whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
AUTHORIZING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF CERTAIN SECOND-CLASS POST 

OFFICES. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 7230) to amend the postal laws. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
:Mr. STAFFORD. I object. 
1\fr. HAND ALL. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent thn t 

the bill may be passed. without prejudice. 
l\1r. STAFFORD. I object. 

SURVEY OF HOUESTEADS L.~ ALASKA. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 8563) to amend the homestead law in its ap-
1)lication to Alaska, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no object ion. 
1\Ir. SULZER. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 

bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alaska 

asks unanimous consent to consider the bill in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as foUows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That tbe act of Congress entitled "Au act to 

amend the United States homest ead law in its application to .Alaska 
and for other· purposes," approved July 8, 1016, is hereby amenueu to 
tcad a s follows : 
"SECTIO~ 1. Tbat every person who is qualifi ed under existing laws 

io make homestead entry of the public lanlls of t he United States who 
bas settled upon or wbo shall bereafter settl e upon any of tbe public 
lands of the United States situated in the District of Ala ska, wbetber 
surveyed or unsurveyed, with tbe intention of claiming the same under 
the homestead laws, shaH, snbjPct to the provisions and limitations of 
the act approved March 3, 190R, chapter 1002, United States Statut,!s 
at Large, page 1028, be entitled to enter 160 acres Ol' a less quantity 
of unappl·opriated public land in saill District of Alaska, anll no morel 
an<l a former homestead entry in :.my other State OL' Territory shal 
not be a bar to a homestead entry in Alaska : Provided, That nothing 
herein ~ontained shall be construed to limit or curtail the area of any 
homestead claim heretofore lawfully initiated . 

" SEC. 2. That if the system of public surveys bas not been cxten<led 
o7er the land included in a homestead entry, the entryman may, arter 
d 'Je compliance with the terms of the homestead law in tbe matter of 
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residence, cultivat ion, and improvement, submit to the re~ister and 
receiver a showing ns to such compliance, duly corroboratPd by two 
witnesses, and if such evidence satisfactorily shows that the home
steader is in a position to submit acceptable final proof the surveyor 
general of the Territory will be so advised and will , not later than the 
next succeeding surveying season, issue proper instructions for the sur
yey of the land so entered, without expense· to tbe entryman, who may 
thereafter submit final proof as in similar entries of surveyed lands. 
So far as prartical)le, such survey shall follow the general system of 
public-land snrveys, anu the entryman shall conform his boundaries 
thereto: Providea, That nothing hel'E•in shall prevent the homesteauer 
from securing earlier action on his entry by a special survey at his 
own expense, if be so elects. 

" SEC. 3. That there shall be excepted from bompstead settlement and 
entr·y 1m<1er this act the lands in Annette and PL"ibilof Islands, the 
islands leased or occupied for the propagation of foxes, and such other 
lands as have been, or may be, reserved or withdrawn from settlement 
or· entry." 

l\Ir. 'WALSH. l\lr. Speaker. I woul<l like to ask the gentle
man from Alaska what the idea is of exempting these two 
island~ or group of islands in the last proviso of the bill? 
· Mr. SULZER. I will say to the gentleman that the P1·ibilof 

Islands are the seal islands in Bering Sea, and they are under 
the direct control of the Federal Go\ernment under interna
tional agreement to protect the seal herds. '.rhe Annette Island 
is an island reserved a number of years ago by the Government 
for the benefit of the Metlakatla Indians. That is co\ered in 
the law now, nud this section is as the law rends now. It is 
simply copied in this bill. 

:Mr·. 'VALSH. Who -is it that is raising foxes-the settlers, 
or is it done under the supervision of the Federal Government ? 

1\ir. SULZER. In addition to those islnnds I have just de
scribed, I will say to the gentleman there have been certain 
other small islands leased by the Department of Commerce to 
certain individuals for the propagation of foxes in Alaska. 

l\Ir. 'V ALSH. Is that carried on under the auspices of the 
Department of Commerce? 

1\!r. SULZER. . Yes; the Department of Commerce has juris
diction to make leases of islands for fo;x: farming ; the bill 
under consideration does not change the law in regard to those 
matters, but provides for a free survey of home. tead entries in 
cer tain areas of Alaska not covered by the public-land surveys 
or not within the various reserves. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en~ross
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of 1\Ir. SuLzEu, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

COCONINO Al"\'D TCSAYAN NATIONAL FORESTS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 273) to extend the time for cutting timber 
on the Coconino and Tusayan National Fore ts, Ariz. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 
l\1r. 'VALSH.. Mr. Speaker, r eserving the right to object, I 

want to ask the gentleman having this measure in charge if 
it would not be possible under the terms of the bill extending 
the time to 1950, which is, I understand, 24 years beyond the 
limit now fixed by law, for timber or trees to be planted at 
this time and reforestation to be begun, so that in the year· 
1948 or 1949 all that timber would ha\e reached a growth 
sufficiently large to be cut? 

l\lr. HAYDEN. l\1r. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman 
that I was in a national forest in northern Arizona two years 
ago and made inquiry of the forest supervisor as to the aserage 
age of the trees that were cut for lumber. A variety known 
as the Chihuahua pine grows there, and the supervisor stated 
that the average age, as shown by the ring in the trees, was 
150 ye~rs, at which time the trees are mature and r eady to 
cut. With this very slow rate of growth notlling that the gen
tleman suggests could happen. 

l\Ir. WALSH. Of course I do not mean. to sny th3 t they 
could raise trees there between now an<l 1950 of t:lle same 
size as those now being cut, but could they not ~grow trees of 
sufficient size between the present time and 1948 which would 
at that time be large enough to cut for timber·? 

l\lr. HAYDEN. Trees about 8 inches in diameter were 
pointed out to me as 30 .years old. Owing to the compa rntively 
slight rainfall, the growth is exceedingly ."low. I desire to 
state for the · information of the gentleman that if I obtain 
consent to have this bill considered, I shall propose lo substi
tute an identical bill, which has passed tile Senate, in lieu 
of this bill: 

Mr. 'V ALSH. Does that carry it up to 1950? 
Mr. HAYDEN. Senate bill 389 is identical with thi ~ bill. 

There is not the difference of a comma between the two m.eJ.IBo< 
ures. 
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1\Jr. WALSH: Of course the gentleman states that he saw 
trees there that ''ere 8 inches in diameter that were 100 years 
old--

1\fr. HAYDEN. Thirty years old. 
1\1"r. WALSH. Would it be possible to plant some other species 

of trees tlwre which mi~bt grow more rapidly? Evidently th~re 
is sufficient moiRture for a fore t to have grown up during the 
past 100 ot· 150 years, anu I do not know whether this is located 
in a section where the tree growth mi~ht be encom·aged by the 
intr11duction of irrigation or some other plan. 

1\J r. HAYDEN. All this timber grows at an altitude of from 
5,!)00 feet to 7,500 feet, anu irrigation is both impractical and 
unne\·essary. The Forest Service has a tree-planting experi
ment ::;tution near Flagstaff, Ariz., but up to thi~ time they have 
ha<l but little success in growing trees there. It was explained 
to me by the officer in charge of the station that if the rainfall 
does not come at tJ1e right time the seetls do not germinate, or. 
if it happens to be a very cold winter, the freezing will kill the 
young trees. It is only once in about 15 years that there is any 
considerable reproduction of timber. There has to be a combi
nation of rainfall nnd seeu crop and a mild winter so that the 
trees do not freeze in order to have any reproduction at alL For 
the~e rensons planting trees on the national forests in northe-rn 
Arizona has not been uemonstrated to be a commercial success. 

1\1r. WALSH. Then the re ult of this legislation will be to 
just (levastate this reservation? 

l\lr. HAYDEN. Oh, no. The Saginaw & Mani~tee Lumb('r 
Co. now control t\vo tract of land, aggregating 75.000 acres. on 
which thE'rP are about 180,000,000 feet of lumber. On -45.000 
acres, containing about 115.000,000 feet of lumber, they have 
until 1026 in which to complete the cut. That company now 
has absolute control of that area and can strip it bare of mer
chantable timb('r if they so desire. 

On 30,000 acres, containing about 65.000.000 feet of timber, 
there is no time limit. They can cut that at any time they 
please. Now. the company agrees that, in consideration of 
this e-xtension of time on the 45.000 acres, the unlimited time 
they haye in which to cut the timber on the 30,000 acres shall 
likewi~e be limited to 1950. '£hey also aj?;ree that hereafter 
all logging ope-rations f:lhnll be conducted under the regulations 
of the Fore~t ~enice, 'vhich provide that a number of seed 
tree· shall be left on each acre. anu that the tree tops shall be 
pile<l and burned to H>oi<l the dan~er of forest fires. 

With re~pect to the hi tory of this biH I would like to state 
to the gentleman some facts which I think perlmps will aid in 
its consit.leration. Thts measure was sent to me by the officials 
of the United State.c;; For·est Service in Wa hington, and I was 
a~ked to introduce it. becau:se the enactment of :such a law would 
benefit the Coconino and Tusayan National Fore:sts. About 50 
years ago the Government donated to the Atlantic-Pacific Rail
roa<l the alternate sections on each siue of the track for 40 
miles. About 20 yeat·s ago the Government. by means of cer
tain exchange , which no one now approves. again acquired 
title to the:e alternate sections. But in the meantime the 
Saginaw & Manistee Lumber Co., a Michigan corporation . .hnu 
bought timher on two large tracts of land. They did not ow"ll 
anu never han~ owned an acre of the land. They purchased 
only the timber-cutting rights. 

In logging its timber on ttte alternate se~tions the company 
also founu it a<h·isable to purchase the timber on the other 
parts of the checkerboard. which belonged to the Uniteu States. 
But the capacity of the lumber mill in Williams is such that. 
unless this bill is pas~ed. they must confine all of their opera
tions to the tract of 45,000 acres. if they are compelled to cut 
the timhe1· on it . by 1926. This mPans thnt the Government 
timber on the alternate sections will not be cut. · 

Now, no other lumber company coul<l afford to carry on 
logging operationS; for half of the timber in that scope of 
country. Therefore it is to the interest of the Forest Service 
that this legislation be passed so the cutting will proceed on 
all of the lund. 

1\lr. WALSH. The gentleman's statement is based upon the · 
theory that it is to the interest of the Forest f:ervice to destroy 
all the tree-l:l, whether on the 0(111-numbered or even-numbered 
section , above 12 inches in diam£>ter? 

1\Ir. HA 'Yl>EN. No; ~t is in the interest of the Forest Serv
ice to have all thP. matured timber cut on the Government lnntl 
as 'veil as on thE' lancls now controlled by the Saginaw & 
Manistee Lumber Co. If that is done, and suitable seed trees 
are left on eneh acre, the forests are ~mply protected and will 
reprouuce themselves in due course of time. 

1\Ir. \V ALRH. May I nsk the gentleman if tbis company 
which is cutting the timbe-r upon the odd-numbered sections, 
which it has purchased, is leaving trees uncut 11 inches in diam-

eter 18 inches above the ground or making a clean sweep o~ 
those trees? 

1\fr. HAYDE1"l. I understand that the company is faithfully 
carrying out the contract under which it is doing business. I 
have heard no complaint from the Forest Service in that regard. 
They have left all undersize trees on the land. 

Mr. 1\IONDELL. Lc;; uot this probably true: So far as their 
own timber is concerned they are unuer no obligations to leave 
those trees? 

Mr. HAYDEN. They are under contract to cut no tree nuder 
11 inches in diameter 18 inches above the ground. · 

1\lr. 1\10NDELL. They may be doing that; but they are 
under no obligation to leave seed h-;ees or to comply with th~ 
regulations of the Forest Service with regard to the protection 
from fire. · 

Mr. IL<\YDEN. That is true; hut they now propose to put 
themselves under the national forest regulations. 

Mr. WALSH. So if they uesire, \Yithout thi~ legislation they 
could entirely clear the odd-numbereu section. , but if this legis~ 
lation is passed they would have to comply vdth the same regu
lations that are imposed upon even-numbered sections in cutting 
timber on the odd-numbered sections? 

Mr:· HAYDEN. Exactly so. 
l\1r. WALSH. Ana this limit, which is now ·ft."{ed at 1950, in 

the gentleman's opinion would not be detrimental to the preser
Yation and security of the forests in that section of the country? 

1\Ir. HAYDEN. Absolutely not. The gentleman unaerstands 
that the limit to which he refers applies only to about one-half 
of the land. 

l\Ir. WALSH. I under~tand. 
Mr. HAYDEN. But they accept the limit of 1950 on another 

tract of land. which they now have an unlimited time to cut. 
Mr. STAFFORD. 1\lr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob

ject, where in the bill is there any such provision that ter
minates the right of this lumber company to cut its ' tiniber on 
that land ,,..hich has no limit of time for cutting? 

Mr. HA YDE:.'I. This is the way in which this matter came 
up: An a~reement between this company and the Sect•etary of 
Agriculture is already prepared anu ready for signature, and 
the bill provides: 

That Raid company Pxecutes and enters into an agreement with the 
Secretary of Agriculture to comply with such additional t•equircments 
as may be mutually agreed upon to promote torest-fire protectior:, re· 
forestation, and forestry administration. 

Now, in the prepared agreement the Secretary of Agriculture 
has provi<led that the timber-cutting rights on both tracts of 
land shall expire in 1950. 

l\Ir. STAFFOHD. But there is nothing in the law which 
terminates the right of tltis lumber company-that their right 
on their land, on which they have an unlimited right to cut, 
shall terminate in 1950? 

Mr. HAYDEN. This act is absolutely inoperative unle. !:; tlley 
make such an agreement with the Secretary of Agric-ulture. 

Mr. STAFFORD. There is nothing in this law saying the 
Secretary shoul<l embody that provision in the agreement. hut 
while it is incorporated in the letter of the Sec.retary, that is 
his proposition; nevertheles if this law were passe<.l anu the 
lumber company would decline to adhere to the tentative agrPe
ment the Secretary would be still privileged to go ahead and 
give tl1e privilege to continue until 1950 t11e cutting on this 1an<l. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Which he has absolutely no intention of 
doing. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I know thnt. Now, would the gentleman 
have any objection to incorporating an amendment to carry out 
that i<.lea? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I would not have any objection to it; but I 
do not think it is necessnry. 

1\lr. S'l'AF'FORD. It is not necessary if the Secretary insists 
that the tentative agreement be executed, but as legislators we 
should Pmbody it in the bill. · 

1\lr. HAYDEN. I have no objection to that. But, as I say, 
the Secretary assures us, and so states in his report, that 
nothing will be done to this, unless such an agreement is 
reached. . 

Mt". :o;TAFFORD. The reason for Congress allowing this bill 
to g-o through granting this long time of 24 years to this com
pany to cut timber on the major portion of this hlllll that it 
ltus not a right to cut is that it will surrender its privileges of 
cutting timber there perpetually in December, 19i>O. Now, I 
would like to ask the gentleman if he has uny objection to au 
amemlment that I sugge t, in the following langua~e? I dv 
not know whether it will embody it or not. I am rearling uow 
on page 2, after the word "a<lministrution," in line 5. After the 
word " administration '' insert : 
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.And, further, that all its rights to cut and r-emove timber from any 

lands within said natlon·al forest are to terminate on the 31st day of 
Dcc!'mber, Hl50. 

M:r. HAYDEN. I would be glad to accept that amendment. 
Mr. STAFFORD. May I inquire furtller-and I am making 

the inquiry at the suggestion of some gentlemen on this sid~ 
what ·was the neeu of extending this privilege 24 years? Why 
could not a shorter time than that still protect the interests of 
the Government and also give advantage to the lumber com
pany? 

1\~r. HAYDEN. All that I know :Is that t11is agreement was 
rna<te between the lumber company and the Forest officials after 
consi<lerable negotiation. Having reached an agreement, the 
Forest Service sent me this bill ami asked me to introduce it. 
~ ~ill say !o the gentleman that before I took any action on 
1t m committee ~ referred it to the governor of Arizona, the 
State land comm1ssion, the board of supervisors of Coconino 
County, and a number of others. They all reported to me that 
this measure was mutually advantageous to the Forest Service, 
the State of Arizona, Coconino County, and to the lumber 
company. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I understand that this is a mountainous 
country. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. 
Mr. STAFFORD. And it is only practicable to have one 

spur Jine of railroad to run it into the forest and take the timber 
down to the mill? 

Mr. HAYDEN. And it is hard to construct on account of 
the rocky condition of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to substitute the bill 
S. 389 for the House bill, and ask unanimous consent that it be 
considered in the House ~s in Committee of the Whole. 
· The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arizona 
asks unanimous con.sent that the bill be considered in the House 
as in the Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] '.rhe Chair hears none. 

Now, the gentleman from Arizona asks that Senate bill 389 be 
considered in lieu of the House bill. Is there objection? [After 
a. pause.] The Chair bears none. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk rea<l as follows: . 
An act (S. 389) to extend the time for cutting timber on the Coconino 

and Tusayan National Forests, Ariz. 
Be 1t enacted, etc., That the rights of the Saginaw & Manistee 

Lumber Co., and its successors in interest, to cut and remove the 
timber from such of the lands within the Coconino and Tusayan Na
tional Forests as were reconveyed to the United States subject to out
sta.ntlin_g timber-right contra~ts held by said company, under the "rules, 
regulatiOns, and conditions Imposed by the Secretary of the Interior 
at the time of said re.::onveyance, are hereby extended to and until the 
31st day of December, A. D. 1950: Provided, That said company exe
cutes and enters into an agreement with the Secretary of Agriculture 
to comply with such additional requirements as may be mutually 
agr<>ed upon to pt<omote forest-fire protection, reforestation, and forestry 
administration; tut this act shall not t.e construed to confer upon 
said company any other rights in addition to those held by the com
pany at the time of said reconveyance, and in the absence of the execu
tion of such an agreement this act shall neither extend nor restrict 
the present rights of said company. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I offer an a.rllendment which 
I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. STAFFORD : Page 2,' line 5, after the word 

"administration,'' Insert: And, further, that all its rights to cut and 
remove timber from any lands within said national forest are to ter
minate on the 31st day of December, 1950. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 

read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. HAYDEN, a motion to 1-econsider"'the vote by 

which the bill was pm:sed was laid on the table. 
Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

have the bill H. R. 273, of similar tenor, laio on the table. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 

ordered. 
There was no objection. 

COLUMBIA RIVER AND ITS TRffiUTARIES. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 2617) to ratify the compact ana agreement 
between the States of Oregon and Washington regarding con
current jurisdiction over the waters of the Columbia. River and 
its tributaries in connection with regulating, protecting and 
preserving fish. ' · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

. ~r. ST.AF~ORD. Reserving the right to object, I do not 
mclme to ObJect, but I wish to obtain some information as to 
what are the rights of the Federal Government in control of 
fisherie~ in boundary streams. 

. M_r. HADLEY. Mr. Speaker, the States have complete juris
dlctwn over the Columbia River except in respect to commerce 
and navigation, and those are both exempted from the operation 
of the bill. There is ·no question of Federal jurisdiction in
volved here, in so far as fisheries are concerned. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I suppose the title to the aGjoining land 
on the Columbia River terminates at the high-water mark of 
that stream? 

:Mr. HADLEY. The high-water mark. I should say-- . 
. Mr. STAFFORD. And that the title, up to the median line 
is in the State in which the property is located? ' 

_Mr. HApL!JY. A more pertinent question, if the gentleman 
will permit, lS as to what is the real boundary of the States·. 
The boundary of the States is really the middle of the channel 
and the jurisdiction of the States is concurrent over the stream 
but in the exercise of their powers under this general and con: 
current jurisdicti9n, in the absence of uniform laws, there have 
frequently been very serious conh·ov'ersies which have arisen 
and which could not be avoided, because in the nature of things, 
where the boundary is in the middle of the stream in the 
course of time, with the changed conditions which are 'effective 
on either side, the question of determining where the middle 
of the stream is is one that is difficult for even scientific or 
accurate determination, and for practical purposes a Yery an
noying situation is presented. With a view to reaching the 
difficulties that are involved, the States of Oregon and \Vash
ington entered into a compact, through their respective legis
latures, in 1915, as it appears in this bill, and they adopted uni
~orm laws with respect to fisheries on the Columbia River; that 
IS, the agreement was made subject to ratification by Con
gress, because under the Constitution no such agreement can 
be made between the States, and, in fact, no agreement can be 
made between States without the consent of Congress. 

A compact was entered into, and subsequently a bill identical 
~ith. this passed the House in the Sixty-fourth Congress, but 
1t fulled to be reached in the other body, and in the sessions of 
1917 following both States again entered into a further agree
ment with re?ard ~o the same general subject matter, desiring 
to amend their fishing laws concurrently in certain particulars. 
That was done, and in the report of the joint conference com
mittee to each legislature, which was adopted by both legisla
tures, they again referred to this compact and agreement and 
expr~ssed the desire on behalf of each State that this compact 
prevwusly referred to in the bill which was passed in this 
House be ratified by Congress. That was done in the sessions 
of 1917, so that the compact continues, a.nd the legislation has 
been consistent with that compact. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I have recognized the need 
of such action to confirm the action of the respective legislatures 
of the States, and therefore I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2G17) to ratify the compact and agreement between the 
States of Oregon and Washington regarding concurrent jurisdiction 
over the waters of the Oolumbia River and its "tributaries in connec
tion with regulating, protecting, and preserving fish. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Congress of the United States of America 

!Iereby consents to and ratifies the compact and agreement entered 
mto between the States.of Oregon and Washington relative to regulating. 
protecting, and preservrng fish in the boundary waters of the Columbia 
River and other waters, which compact and agreement is contained in 
sect~on 20 of chapter 188 of the general laws of Oregon for 1915. and 
!~~tir~ a;1¥on~;J>~er 31. of the session laws of Washington for 1915, 

"All laws and regulations now existing, or which may be necessary 
for regulating, protecting, or preserving fish in the waters of the 
Columbia River, over which the States of Oregon and Washington have 
concurrent jurisdiction, or any other waters within either of said 
States, which would affect said concurrent jurisdiction shall be made 
changed, altered, and amended in whole or in part, only 'with the mutuai 
consent and approbation of both States." 

Nothing herein contained shall be construed to affect the right of the 
United States to regulate commerce, or the jurisdiction of the United 
States over navigable waters. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en:. 
grossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
was read the third time, and passed. ' 

On motion of Mr. HADLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
bill. 

ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY OF THE JNTY.:R!OR. 

The next business on the Calendar fo1; 'Guaniruous Consent 
was the Senate joint resolution (S. J. Hes. 104) authorizing the 
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assistant to the. Secretary of the Interior to sign official papers lUr. T..A.YLOll of Colorauo. 1\lr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
an<.l documents. from l\Im; uchu etts yield to a suggestion from me al o? 

The title of the resolution was read. M.r. WALSH. I wiJl ,be delighted to. 
The SPEAKEH pro tempore. Is theTe objection? 'Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I will say that the gentleman 
1\fr. lVALSH. I object. from Oklahoma [1\lr. FERRIS] asked me to a sist in passing this 
1\ir. S'l'AFFORD. ·Will the gentleman withhold his objcc- bill if there was any Ql:WOSition to it. I think you know, nnu 

tion? e:'\ierybody knows, that the Secretary of the Interior is one of 
1\ir. WALSH. Yes-; I will withho1<1 it. the busiest men jn Washington, and has been for many months. 
The SPEAKEB. pro tempore. The gentleman withholds his In fact, all of us western 1\Iembers, especially who have busi-

objf'ction. _ . . ne s with the Secretary of the Interior, or with the Interior 
l\1r. STA.'FFORD. l\lr. Spea'ker, this resolution is strongly Depnrtment, know that the assistant to the Secretary is a 

urged and recommended by the Secretary of .the Interior in thorQughly qualified and exceptionally competent man to ~x~ 
order to relieve him of some of the detailed work in tlle ad- mnip.e matters ::mel to si:gn the Secretary's name to such matters 
mini. tration of 'his office. • as the Secretary may designate. The assistant secretaries have 

The gentlemnn from Oklalwina [1\Ir. F'Elmrs], who reported special .duties that fully occupy their time. They are all :very 
the re olunon. is at present engaged ·in a veTy important hear· busy. That is a tremendously _important department, and when 
ing, on the watm·--power bill. Otherwise he woulu be l1ere to the Secretary of the Interior has made this earnest request, and 
present this need. But. if the gentleman will permit. this made it ·so urgently to tlle Senate and -House both, to relieve 
assistant to -'the Secretary, ns 'the -secretary ·points uut in .his him of this physical .drudgery of per onally signing his name 
letter containE>d in 'thf' report, is a high-grade man in the nature many hundreds of times, it seems to me that is a reasonable 
of a confidential secretacy. _ request that Congress should grant. It is 'J)ractically .a per onul 

The gentleman renlizes that in tbe -administration of large matter that he bas asked of us, and I am perfectly confident 
bu~iness affairs, matters of detail. of the signing of paper , the that it will not be abused or tlle Secretary's confidence violated. 
signing of letter , is left by the heads of the institutions to the It seems -to me we ought to grant this request in the .interest 
assistant to the president, assistants to the var-ious other execu- of 'facilitating business. Certainly nobody will say that Sec
tive officers. The gentlemun certainly is not opposed 'to de- retary Lane would ask this authority if he tho11ght there was 
puting to the fL sistant to the Secretarv such administrative any possibility whate,~· of its eYer being abused. The Senate 
work a is soughi ·to be ·accomplished by this bill. · has promptly pa~ sed thi · bill without any question, and J: cer-

I .tllought that ·with this .presentation the gentleman would tainly 'feel that the House ought to do ·SO. 
see the need of -not taking "TIP the time of the 'Secretary himself 1\Ir. WALSH. 1\lr. .Speaker, I recognize the fact that the 
in merely signing ·unimp.o tant papers, but wouW lea.ve it to his present Secretary of the Interior is a most capable and excel-. 
discretion to determine 1vlmt .:rm:pers 'lllt_glrt be .signed IJy his lent official-one of the ablest of th-e PTesident's Cabinet. in my 
assistant. epinian-rand that he hall what seemed to llim good -reason for 

1\lr. 1\IOJII"'DELL. "The Assistant Secretary is a ..gooil lawyer. favoring tllli:; legislation. But Jt is only going to open up the 
He is a man well qualified to pass on any question which might opportunity in the future, when pos ibly we may not have a::; 
come before the Secretnry. But in .the Jaw there are con id- eompetent ancl capable a .Secretary of the Interior as we have· 
a·able classes of papers whicl1 can not 'be ..signed by .the .Sccl'e- now, for 'COnfu ion and mistake. The l)resent Secretary of .tl1e 
:tru·y's assiRtruit. .Interior complains that he ·has only two assistant secretaries. 

Mr. WALSH. 'May~ interrupt the gentleman·? Yet the Secretary _of Commerce has but one, •the Sec~etnry ·of 
. Mr. 1\10~ ·nELJJ. Yes. Labot· has but one, nnd the Secretary of the Navy has but one 
1\Ir. WALSH. This is not to -authorize ]\II:. Vogelsang to sign as j , tant s-ecretary. .This does :not enlarge the authority of 

the e papers. This is to .authorize -the ·assistant to ,the .Secre- the bYo a is.ta.nt .·ecretru·ies in any way whatever. In addition 
t.."lry to <lo it. to the e two assistant secretarie , the Secret:uy of the Interier 

1\lr . .ELSTON. It J.-s t)le same !'thing. has an u.ssi tant to ·the Secretary, an a sistant to .the Secre-
1\.fr. 'V.ALRH. ·Ob, no; it is not the -same thing ~at ,all. The i:ID:y ·n cllarge of _the affah· · of ·the Alaska 'Railroad, a special 

-gentleman 'from Califm·nia [Mr. .EI.sro~] -wonld conyey the assistant to the Bec.1tetan·, a chief clerk,_ a priYate secretary to 
·the •Secretary, anil a confidential clerk, in additinn to the :al'i

iJIU)ression tillt.t ;the ::..<\ssi-stant Secret:rry nnd ·the ·.assi. tant to au~ otber burenn :Chiefs, assistants, ·clerks, eund solicitors, and 
the Secretru·y ·are -the '8U.lll-e officials, wherea-s if ·he •would look the u sistunts to the heaos of the ·arious bureaus antl .dlvisions 
.into the matter a ·Uttle furiher he would .see :that they ru·e of the 'Department uf the Interior. 
not the same persons at all, and -thnt this is 'not -designed tQ MT. 'T \..TI,OR af Gclorado. l\Iuy 1 interrupt tlle ·gentleman'? 
confer any authority -upon 1\Ir. :Vogelsang to sign :papers, but 'Mr. "W..ALSH. Yes. 
tto confer it UPOn Jlur . . Bradley •Or u_pon J.\Ir. M~Y-el' or on 1\ir. 1Ur. T:A.YLOR of Gdlorado. Is the gentleman awru·e. that the 
Brown. force in the Interior Department has increa ed so that ·to-day 

'Mr. :ELSTON. Will ·the .gentleman ·yield? in tthe arious bureaus of that depaTtment there .are more than 
1\h·. WALSH. Yes. 25.000 employees? 
Mr. ELSTON. When I suggested in the colloquy here, ·:with- 1\Ir. 'VALSII. Yes; and I am ,atso ·aware that ·the _Navy 'De· 

out obtaining 'recognition of 1:he ·Chair, that it was the same partment hns .increaseCI very .much mru:e"tha:n that. yet we hnvc 
thing I -was -r-eferring :tD a }Jrinc.iple. 1:t is perfectly obvious not been asked to provide another Assistant .Secretary of ·the 
that the Secretru·y of the .Inter.iox himse1f can not be bere all Navy. The work .of 'the Navy Department is far greater and 
the time. :Mr. Vogels'ang has tremendous responsibilities. Tow~ is of a great deal mmre importance during -the present crisi. 
,fuere are certain departments of The work that are in ·the than i:be work of the Interior Department. . 
nature of-pro forma unties, ''Wher.ein, however, ·the official igna- 1\'fr. TAYLOR of Colorado. But the Secretary of the Navy 
ture of the Secretary is necessru.•y. 'This r..esolufion wns con- aoes not have to sign one one-hundredth part of the <locuments 
-sid-ered IJy the committee of which ii am a member. It was that the Secretary of the Interim· bas ·to sign. 
unru1imously passed out by .Republicans ::rnd Democrats, nn<l it l\fr. WALSH. 'I do not rrgree with ·the gentleman at n1l, be
•WUS considered -a very necessru.:y additional facility to the office cause the S-ecretary of the Navy and his as istants very often 
ef the Secretary of the Interior to enable -th-em -to do 'their sign corresn.ondence that comes to them from the chiefs of othe1· 
busines expeditiously.. bureaus and clitisim:is, and -freqnent1y when you expect to get 

We all .know how •these departments nre '"I•un. There is a a reply from the chief of a bureau or divi ion .the reply is re
great deal of routine work, and it is desh·able in the interest turned to you signed 'bY. the Secretary of the Navy or the As i t
of efficient wm·k ·in the departments. 'I hope the gentleman ant Secretary. Secretary Lane says: 
will not object. It is not a matter of adding io the autoc1·atic ·This, however. does not relieve myself or the Assistant Secretaric9 
.flower or enlarging the grasp of an ev-er;grasping Secretary, as from the necessity of signing tbe documents and papers after they Jlavc 
be might impute, but it is .merely to enable -that Secreta~y the passed through his hands-
better to ,perform his functions. Referring to the assistant to the Secretary. Therefore this is 

It appeared to the committee, without much argument upon not going to relieve them from the task of signing these docu
it, that · it -was a perfectly- Teasonable ·and sensible -thing to do. .me:nts, appayently, but it simply permits somebody else to sign 
I can not see how this resolution coul(] be objected to nt all. them before tbe Secretru·y does. 
It is a very inconsequential Tilatter. It amounts to '\""ery little . . · 'Mr. -ELSTON. Will the gentleman ;yield? 
I appeal to the gentleman· from Massachusetts to withhold his 'Mr. 'V A.LSH. 1 yield to the gentleman from Califm>Jlia. 
objection and let this little resolution pass. !Mr. ELSTON . . Does not that Ie~we the . .gentleman nn open-

1\Ir. WALSH. Mr. Speaker; I .have withheld my objection ing, then. to permit this bill to pnss without his obJE>etion ~n<ll>l' 
for ·the pmJ>ose .of permitting the gentleman "froin •California to thes.e peculiar circnmstances.? I realize the possibilities in the 
-make the statement which he has mnde. way of complica~ions and possible abuse that the ·gentleman 
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has conjured up here; but in Yiew of the last comment in the 
Seeretary's communication, I do not think these things will 
eventunte in this case, and I really hope the gentleman will 
withhold his objection. I do not believe any great harm will · 
result. 

Mr. W AI .. SH. Mr. SpE-aker, I haye gra>e doubts as to whether 
we ought to establish a precedent such as this with the bead of 
a very impoi·tant executive <lepartm(~nt an<l pernlit him to allow 
onE> of his as~istants-not an A.ssi:;;;tu.nt ~·retary of the tle
pm~tment, ho\Yever-who may t-e. awl prolmbly is. his personal 
sele<.:tion fnr the position, to sign uocuruents of gravest impnrt. 
The ('XiRting law only permits til€' cbief clerk, ns I un1lerstund 
it, to sign tbt:>Re docui11ents in the nhsence of the As.o;;istnnt Sec
retary. l'robuhly an atl<litionn 1 mu.l impellin~ reason for the 
enuctmE>nt of this }lropo~ed le~rislation may be found in the fact 
th;rt this distinguisbe<.l Secretary of th~ Interior has lately been 
Dl':Si~'Tled h' :1 wuge arbitration committee, or some similar 
board or tribunal-for ·which I know he L'3 nruply quulified
that will ~ugug~ some of his time; but it St:'em~ to me that the 
&>cr·Mnry of the IntE-rior ought not to tnmsfE>r the work of 
signing official do<.1.Jlllt.>nts that lwcome a pnrt of the reeorrls 
of the GovPrunwnt unci of his department to an assistant who 
is not really an E-xecutive officpt·. 

Howe,·er, though I 1m ve received sufficient Information to 
convhwe mE> that the objet•tions which I hu,·e ruised are wen 
founclf'<l. I have hml nn opportuuity to exprPRS my Yiews upon 
the question, anti I am goln~ to withclmw the ol>.1ectinn. [Ap
plause.] Should ('onfusiou nrise in the futurE>. l ~hall have the 
sutisfaction of knowing thnt lt wns. ln H feeble \\ay, forecast. 

ThE> ~PEAKEH pro tE>mpore. 1.8 there objection? 
There wns no objection. 
Th€' ~WJ1;AKEH pro t~rupore. The Clerk will report the joint 

resolution. 
The Clerk read as follow!': 

SenatE' joint resofntion 104. 
Resolved, etc., That the assJstant to tbt' S<'c:retary of the Interior be, 

and ben,by Is, aut._.o,·izPd f:o sign such otllcial papers and documents as 
the Secretal"y mny direct. 

The joint resolution was or(lered to a third reading, an<.l was 
accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of l\1r. TA YI.OR ttf Colorado, a motion to reconsicler 
tbe vote by which the joint resolution was passetl was lai<.l un 
the table. 

lNDEliNITIES TO AUSTRIA-HUNGARY, GREECE, AND TURKEY. 

The next business on the Calen(lar for Unanimous Consent 
was the biiJ (H. R. 69) to authorize the- payment of intlemmries 
to the GoYernments of Austria-Hungary. <Jree<.:e. nn<.l 'l'urke~· 
fm· injuries' inl1ictE>fi on thPir nationals during riots occurring 
in ~outh Omaha, ... ·~hr., February 21. 1909: 
Th~ Clt>rk 1·eml th~ title of the bill. 
The SPEAKEH pro telllllore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent <.'On~iclerntion of the bill? -
l\lr. STAFFOH.D. 1\lr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

I n.·k tha t this be paRSf'<l over without prejudice for a week.. 
1\fr. FLOOD. T·wo weeks. 
1\lr. STAFI•'OH.D. No; the next Unanimous Consent Calen!lar 

da~· is a week from 1\:lonclay. 
l\lr. GAHHET1.' of Teuues. ·ee. But we may not get that day. 
1\lr. Jl'LOOD. This bill was inb·ocluced by the gentleman from 

Neuruska [l\lr. LoBECK]. and I suppose be will llave no objec
tion to its going over without prejutlice. 

Mr. LOBECK. I suppo.t> the gentleman from Wisconsin 
would like to consitler it fm·ther. · 

1\lr. HTAFI•'OUD. Thut is my purpose. It is worthy of con
si(leration, because it involves a considerable amount. 

Mr. LOBECK. All right. 
The SPRAKEH pr(\ tempm·e. The gentleman from Wisconsin 

aRln~ uuanimous C'onsent that the bill be passe<l over without 
prejudice. I s there objection? 

There was no objection. 
PORTRAIT OF W ASHINGTON TO ARGENTINE nEPUBLIC. 

Argentine Republic- pre entefT a phflto:a-aph. This f'reat Re
public desires to present a painting of otrr first President. It ts 
a most laudable unuertaking. hut I do not believe that the $3.000 
appropriated. or tlle major portion of it. sboulfl be expende<l in 
expense attencling it~ preRentnt'lon, n~ the bi11 might permit. I 
think there should bP ~orne limit so thnt tlw mnjor pm-tion ~honld 
be expenf1ed on the portrait, frame. and inscription. There has 
l>een no e tim:Jte ma(le as to the cost of the painting. tmt If we 
Hre going tn pr~ent one, we want n titling one of the fir t PreRl· 
dent and not lulYe the lurgt>r port ion nf it takE>n up with the PX
pense of traveling an(l entertainment of a commil':sion on the 
part of those who may pre~Pnt the portrait to Argentina. 

Mr. FLOOD. I do not think th~re Is any intention to ~":encl any 
commiR-"'ion to makE> the p1·~pntntion. It wiJl b:e sE>nt to. the 
American ambassn<lor, an(l he will make the- pre.o;;entntion. If 
the gentleman has an amendment to prevent anythlng of that 
l~in<l, I will aCC"ept it.. 

lHr. STAFFOUD. I have prepared an amendment. wllich 
say1'l: 

Pro'Vided, That DO more than $1 .000 shall ~ f'Xp.t>nd<>O ror- an other 
purpo!'ies ex('{'pt to procure th(> painting, frame, anti tnseription of the 
salll portrait. 

l\Ir. FT .. OOD. I think that is an righ4 but it would be better 
to mnkP It $!100. 

1\fr. STAFFORD. Thnt wnnl<l he more ren~omlhle. 
Mr. FLOOD. l\1r. Spenker. I n~k ummimom: C'OU!':ent thnt the 

bill may be cons.Wered in the House as i.ri Commlttte of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro temJ)ore. The gentteman from Virginia 
nsks unanimous con~ent tu eon~i<lE>r the hi11 ln the Hou...c:e as ln 
Committee of the Whole. Is t11ere objection?> 

Tl1ere was no ohjection. 
The b-ill was rend, as follows: 
Be ft etzacted etr., That a.~ a mark o~ appl"e<'iat1on of. anfl estePm for, 

tht> pt>ople of the ArgPntln~ RPpulllk. tht> F:N'l'Ptary of ~tatP I~ b4'reby 
nuthorizPd nne! dirPCtPd h ' proc·urt>. frame, and have Rultably lns<·rtbt'd, 
n portait of UPD. (;porgE> Wn~hlngton. antl to present the same to the 
Military Collt>ge of thE' Arg,·ntine RPP\lbl1c. 

::-:Ec. 2. That the sum of $:l,ClOu. or so- mtJrh therPof aR may be neres
sary to pay the exJ>(>DSE' of t>Xf><•ntlng this ad, IR ht>rPby apprepriated, 
out of any money in thf> Tr4'asury not otherwi!ie appropriated, to be 
disbursed by thf> Sf>cretary of 8tate. 

Mr. 8'1":\Fii'ORD. ~lr. Speaker, I offer the following u.mend-
ment to be in.;;erted at thE> en1l of section 2. 

'l'he Clerk rea<l as fo11m,·s! 
ln. ert nt tbP end of sec1ion 2 tbe following: 
•• Prot'1ded, That no more t bnn $500 111hall oo expended for an other 

purposes P.~ct>pt the procuring of toe painting~ frame. and inscription of 
t be Mid portrait.'' 

The amemlment was agrt"e<l to. 
'l'he bill as amended wa~ orclerecl to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read thE> third ti.IuP, and pw setL 
On motion of .Mr. FLooD, a motion tn ret·onsider tbe vote 

whereby the bill ,·ms passetl was lu.id on the table. 

PROTECTION OF MIGRATORY BIRDS. 

The next buRiness on tbe Cn1endar tor- Unnnjmom~ OonRent was 
tbe bil1 (S. 1553) to give effeet to tbe convention between tbe 
Uuited States and Great Rritniu for the prutPetion of migratory 
birds eonclude<l at \Vru;hington, AUb'USt 16, 1916. and for other 
purpose:-;. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con· 
siderution of the bilJ? 

Mr. HUDDLER'1'( >:N. Reserving the right to object. I would 
like to u~k the gentleman from Virginiu. if it is hi::; intention to 
pr~s t11e bill? 

Mr. FLOOD. No. 
Mr. HUDDLEB·roN. I object. 

UNITED STATES COURT "FOR CIDNA.. 

The next business on the Calen1lnr for Unanimons Consent 
was the bill (H. n.. 10243) to supplement existing legislation 
re lntiYe to the United StatRs Court for China an<.I to increase 
the servieE>ability tber«:>of. 

The SPEAKEU pro tPmpore. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. \V ALSH. I objed. 

Tbe next business on the Calendar for Unanimou."! ConSE>nt 
was the bill (II. It. 6966) nuthorizing the Secretary of State to 
procure a suit able portrait of Geu. George WaRllington and 
pre~ent the same to the Military College of the Argentine Ue- INCllEASE OF SALARY OF THE U N lTED STATES MARSHAL, WESTERN 
public DISTRICT OF MJCHIGAN. 

'J' he Clerk re::ul the title of the bill. The next business on the Cnlen(lar for D'nanimous Consent 
'rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to tbe pres- was the bill (H. R. 7796) to inC'reaRe the salnry of tbe United 

eDt conHillet·ntion of the bill? States marshal for the Wt>!';teru distrkt of :\lichigan. 
MJ'. STAFFOHD. Mr. Spe11ln:•r, reserving the right to •1bjert. The- Sl'EAKEit pro tempore. Is there obje<:tiou? 

the amount involve<l in thi1'l hill is small, and the idea is <•urn-~ TherP. was no objection. 
men.tlable. I won<ler ~v~ethf'r the committee wnnhl not thinl• It Mr. SLOAN .. Mr~ l-3~eal«"r, I ~ unanlnlous con.~ent thnt 
atlv1~able to pln<'e u hmit on the awount that may be t"xp~nde(l -the bill be consulered m the- Hou:;e as ill Committee of tbe 
for other purposes than· the procurement of this portrait? The. Whole. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
asks unanimous consent to con. ider the bill in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
- The Clerk-read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage ot this act the 
salary of tbe United States marshal for the western district of Michigan 
shall be at the rate of $4,000 a year. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third ._ time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SLOAN, a motion to reconsider the Yote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table . . 

ROCKY MOUNTAIN NATIONAL PARK. 

'l'he next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent wns 
the bill (H. R. 171)" to repeal the last proviso of section 4 of an 
act to establish the Rocky Mountain National Park, in the State 
of Colorado, and for othe,r purposes, approved January 26, 1915. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there .objection? · 
Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, the bill 

changes the limitation on the amount of appropriation that could 
be made by Congress in the original law creating the .Rocky 
Mountain National Park only th1·ee years ago. I ask the gen
tleman to withdraw this bill so as to give the committee an 
opportunity to consider matters in connection with the admin
istration of these national par:ks. 

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I ~ope the gentleman will 
not· object to the consideration of this bill at this time. It is 
true the prohibition was placed on it at the time of the organiza
ion of the park; one of the most extensive parks in this coun
try, and yet this wus the first park that was discriminated 
against in this way. The gentleman from Wisconsin urges that 
it be laid over in order that more information may be secured 
from the department as to the necessity for additional appro
priations for the parks. The Secretary of the Interior has re- · 
peatedly, during the three years since this inhibition was made, 
recommended to Congress a larger appropriation, and gone into 
details as to the necessity for a larger appropriation. There 
have been more visitors to this park than to any other of our 
national parks. Last year there were more than 135,000 people 
visited it. It is not us accessible to people as it should be, and, 
being the property of the United States, -it seems to me that an 
appropriation of $10,000 a year is hardly sufficient even for its 
supervision, let alone any improvements necessary to bring the 
park accessible to the people. It is not sufficient to make trails 
and road , and it does seem to me that, inasmuch as the Secre
tary of the Interior could not get a larger appropriation, that 
this inhibition should be removed. I want to say further that if 
this is <lone, making it possible for the GoYernment to make a 
larger appropriation-and I will say that the demand will not be 
excessive-:-the people of Colorado, upon their own initiative, 
are prepared to treble the amount appropriated by the Congress 
out of the State funds in order to assist in the deyelopment 
and improvement of this park. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, we all remember when this 
national pru·k was created and taken under the supervision of 
the National Government. We all recall that at that time 
assurance was given that the National Government would not 
be caned upon to expend more than $10,000 in the maintenance 
of that park. It was essentially a State park. The National 
Government took it over, and there is now being presented the 
Yery condition which anyone who is acquainted with the trend 
of affairs to impose upon the National Government State func
tions feared, namely, the limit is sought to be raised an<l the 
whole bUI'den of maintenance thrown upon the National Gov
ernment. Unle s the gentleman is willing to have this bill 
passed over without prejudice, I shaH be constrained to object. 

Mr. Tll\1BERLAKE. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 
1\!r. STAFFORD. Oh, just a few moments ago I wiU1hehl 

a point of order that there was no quorum present, and I <lo 
not wish to take up the time longer, because it is getting late . 
and it is Saturday afternoon. 

1\Ir. Til\IBERLAKE. 1\lr. Speaker, in view of the statement 
of the gentleman, I ask unanimous consent that this bill be 
passed over without prejudice, to go to the foot of the calendar. 

The SPEAKER- pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. -

SAI.A.RIES IN CUSTODIAN SER\ICE, TREASURY DEPaRTMENT. 

The next business on the Calendar for .Unanimous Const:-nt 
was the- bill (H. n. 344) for the regulation of salaries in the 
custodian service of the Treasury Department. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
· Mr.- WALSH. Mr.: Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to inquire of the gentleman from Nebraska the -per

. centage of increase this bill provides for these employees. 

Mr. LOBECK. The average increase, according to the re
port on this bill, aboYe what is paid now is 12.38 per cent. 
. Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, while I think there is no ques

tion but that some of the salaries of these various employees 
ought to be increased, in view of the fact that the other day 
we passed a bill increasing the salaries of employees $120 a 
year, and I take it that would include these comprehended in 
this measure, and in view of the further fact that this is too 
important a measure to. be considered by unanimous consent at 
this time of the day and in this day of the week, I tru t the 
gentleman will ask to have it passed over witb.out prejudice 
and go to the foot of the calendar. 

Mr. LOBECK. 1\!r. Speaker, in view of what the O'entlernaa 
says, and because it is an important measure--we have llad 
continuous hearings on it-and these are the lowest salaried 
men in any department--

Mr. WALSH. I notice that, and I think they are entitled to 
the increases provided. 

Mr. LOBECK. And if the gentleman will promise to gi\e 
this matter careful consideration so that we can take it up next 
unanimous-consent day, I shall be glad to ask to have it go over. 

Mr. WALSH. I shall be glad to give the matter the con
sideration that it deserves. 

Mr. LOBECK. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask that the bill be passetl 
over without prejudice, to go to the foot of the calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

S..ll.ARY OF UNITED STATES MARSHAL, WESTERN DISTRICT OF 
MICHIGAN. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
l\lr. RAh.-ruR. Was a motion made to reconsider the vote hv 

which the bill (H. R. 7796), to increase the salru·y of the United 
States mar hal for the western district of Michigan? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The~·e was. The gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN] made the motion. 

1\I.r. SLOAN. I made the motion. 
1\Ir. HAKER. My recollection is the.re was no such motion 

made. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tllere was a motion made to 

reconsider. The Chair has a very distinct recollection. The 
Clerk started to read the next bill just as the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. SLoaN] made tile motion. He says he made it, 
and the Chair remembers distinctly hearil,lg him make it. Then 
the Chair made the statement, "Without objection it will be 
so ordered," and there was no objection. 

M1;. RAKER. That statement settles it, of course. 

LANDS IN THE TOWN SITE 01!' POnT ANGELES, W .ASH. 

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous 
Consent was the bill (H. R. 5351) providing for the dispo nl of 
certain lands in block 32, in the city of Port Angeles, State of 
w·ashington. 

The Clerk -read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. W ~SH. Mr. Speaker, reser-ving the right to object, 

I would hke to ask the gentleman from 'Vnshington ll\lr. 
HADLEY] if this is the measure that came up during the Sixty
fourth Congress and on which there was considerable discussion 
about the matter in which the then gentleman from WashinO'ton 
[Mr. Humphrey] took a very prominent part? 

0 

Mr. HADLEY. No; 1\Ir. Speaker, this bill has no relation to 
the bill of which the gentleman speaks, as far as I know· 
because this was a bill which passed in tbe Senate in tll~ 
Sixty-fourth Congress, as I remember it, but it was not intro
duced in this bouy and never was up in this Hou ~e n t all. 
There have been other bills relating to property in thi town 
site, but nothing related to thi , and nothing of the same 
nature, as frrr as I know. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, reserving the right to object ,,-ill the 
gentleman make a brief statement about the necessity for this 
legislation? - · 

Mr. HADLEY. I will be glad to do it; yes. The prope1t i 
located in a block whicll was reserved from sale when "tlle 
town site 'vas to be disposed of. That is, I should sn;r it wns 
an original Government town site and this block \\"US r~·en·ed. 
In 1912 under an act passed by Congre s provision wn. made 
for the sale of all lots except tho e required for governmental 
use. The Government inYestigated the matter an<l <lechle<l to 
reserve for the Treasury Department three and for the Dep:wt
ment of Agriculture three. Those six lots hn.ve been set nside 
and reserved. Seven lots have been sol<l and passetl to patent. 

·Six are desii·ed · as -excepted in the bill for governmental u::;e 
lea-ving seven which have not been disposed of, nnu ench of 
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t110~e lots b:v 'tlits hill wnulrl he solrl nn!'ler th~ - tem ·.or~ act . -The Ch~r. wfll report the biil. 
<Jf 1.912 prcwiding for npprn1<;enumt and snle. "'!,he Clerk Tead ns folJows: 

1\Ir. STAFFOUD. Will the gentleman :yield? .A bill (R. R . . 5!Hil) pro-viding fo~ the d1sposal of f'Prtaln ln~s in blo& 
Mr. HADLEY. I wi11. 32. tn the city .of Port Angl'lPS.. Statio> of Washington. 
'lr c-'I, FFOI•D B k I 1n13 th T D~rtrnent .B.e It IOOGcted. etc., That all tots In ibl0t:k S2~ lu the ei ~y of Port 
.u • .;"\ A ' '- • ae n " · e rensury ':' 1 '~ • Ang(>W8~ Stnt-t> .of Washington. nnw rp ~··rvt>ll for G-ovf't'nm··nt pnrp(]!;P:S 

bad rt:>se1·ve<l for its TI"!-<e lots G to 15. incluSi\'"e, and now their under a..n a<-t t>ntltled "An a<'t providing for the reappralse:~ent and 
de<'iRion as to t11e number of l~t~ thnt may be tree(leLI for n 'Sal<> of ·CM"t:ain tanC'ls In tb1' town l'lte of Port An!!elc s.. Wasb .. and fur 
F f · -~, t. R th •t other purposes," .approvro Mar<·b lG.. 1912 . .ex<'erJt lots l, 8. 9. 10. 16, edernl huiJtling is o a mm·e Te!';O'l<:'t"t:U nrnoun as e CJ Y and 17, :shall be dl~<posPd of un•l<-r nllil porl'Yant to tht> provis1ons ol 
gone hackwnrll. so that tlte Treasury Depm·tment (loe!il not sa.lll act or Mnreb lG. 1912. und tbe Seer..-tary of th<> Interior 1,. hereby 
believe Rc, In r~e a numher of tots will be needed in the future directt>d to Jlro<'R'd at -onC"e to cnrry ont the provisions of this act. 
for the Gov~?rnment'5 use? The SPEAKER pro tempore. The questiot& is un t11e engross-

Mr. HADLEY. No; but the Government qas _mn.de 1nvesti- ment and third rea<ling of the bill. 
gations an<l determined ju~ ''hnt would be ne<..~sary nncl ha.~ The bill was ortleJ·ed to he ~m~rossed and rea-d a third time, 
exn.ij.liued tl1e ph~·s:ieal conditions ns they exist in thnt bloek. I was r end the third time, and fHlssetJ. 
know w1Uit they m·e myself antl I know tlmt part ~f the :prop- On motion. oi 1\Ir. liADLEY. a mot:ion to reconsider the vote by 
e1·ty which was reservet1 untler thnt original order to whief:l which this 'bill was passeil was lnicl on the tnble. 
the ~entlemnn refers, waR not snitab1e nt ·all n.nd It was not · · Mr. WAI,SH. 1\lt·. Speaker, 1 desire to direct the attention 
conti;nwus, hut had nn ullcy Reparating it from the property of the gentleman from Californi-:1 lMr. RAKE!t] ~h.nt the gentle
that is now re~ved. Tbe property now reserved consi~s. of man from Washin;:ct:on [1\lr. HADLEYl mov.i!i{l to .reconsider. 
three lots 150 feet wide hy 140 fl:'et in clepth ~;th ·an . alley in Mr. RAKER And I want to say to the gentleman from 
tbe rear on the corner of a business street, and the other prop- Massachusetts t11at there is no need for the ~entlemun ~tying 
erty-- . tlwt, be<'auRe I nm here attendin~ to my business nll tile time. 

l\lr. S'l'AFFORD. Is it not a fact tb~ lots the Treasury now Mr. STAFFORD. 1\lr. Spen'ker, I ~ill mnke the point of no 
l'e.~erYE>S \Ye1·e indurle<l in the larger Site reser:ved bn..Ck iD. U)13? qnorum if t11ere iS going to ue an altet·cntiOil here. 

Mr. HADLEY. Th.at is trne. DRIDGE ACRoss wmTE nn"ER. FORRYTH, 11.m. 
1\Ir. STAF'FORD. Now. w:11 the gentlenum explnin the _gen- The next bu.Siness on tilt? Catendar for Unnnimons Consent 

ernl <'hnrncter of this blc)('k tllnt is purtly resen"'e(] fur tlle -was the hill H. It. 1036:1, _granting the eo11~ent of Congress to 
Agricultttrnl DPpa.t·tmenl and p.attly for the Treasury Depart- th~ Forsyth special .r<Jad .clistrict of Tllney County, Mo., to con· 
ruent. \\'ltetber there are :nny private buildings on that .square strnct .a brldJ!e -acrrn::s White ltiv.er :at Fm·syt.h, l\fo. 
or hlod\? The SPEArillU 'fl-1"0 tempore. Is ..there objection oo the p.res-

1\Il·. IIADLEY. Tl1ere are some private huilflinl$ .on snirn' of ent consideration of the bill? 
the lots. The act of 1912 ga'\"e n preferentinl right to purctmse There was 

110 
objection. 

to per. ons who .were aetut~l sett1erf.' prior tu a eertain tlate. 1 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will re:port the bill. 
think tn 1910. But that ls not lnvolvetl here, yet :ns n matter The Clerk reru1 ftS f.oliO\VS: 
of fnct I W.ke it tl1at uncler the Ji<:t of l!H2 snt':b land as may A-bill (H. R. 103G5) granting thf' eonsent -flf Congress to the Forsyth "be sold would carry a p1·-eferenti.al right to those ·persops to spt>cial roall cllstrkt of T:m~y County, Mo .. to construct a brhlge 
purchase who may ba\'"e been bona title settlers upon the Land across Whit<> Ulver Bt Forsyth., .Mo. 
prior to thnt dute. Be it ena-cted. -ete.

1 
'That U1c> -ronst-nt of CongrPss ts; berPby grnntf'd 

'1 .STAll'T.'OI•D Wh t · .,,, 1 t• n f ·p rt An"'ele~? to the Forsyth spec1aJ road di.strlct of Ta.Im7 County, Mo •• n.n<l Its ~' r, 1.

1
.1.
1 

· "' • a IS ~e popu a 10 
· 

0 0 
'-'h ~ snCCPssors .and assigns, to construd, maintain. anl'l "Opet·atP a bri<lgP ami 

Mr. BADLEY. I wo~d estimate it at from 5,000 to G,OOO app:roaehes tht"l'Pto acro s the White River nt .a polnt suitablE' to the 
people. lntl'rests of na.\"igatlon. at or near Forsyth, Mo., In tb<> <.'(Juoty .of Taney, 

. d ed d th" b~IJ f ._.,., t In th<> Statt> of Missouri, ln acf'OI'Ilance with tbt> prorlsl.ons of the acC Mt·. STAFFORD. The 1an re~erv un er lS 1 or uta Pntltl!'d "'An ac-t to rl"gulatP the construction of bri<lgf'S ovc>r navi.J,.-a-
pnhlic builillng is a :t:r.a.ct, .accoi·ding to the report, ·300 .feet· by ble waters.." approved March .23. 1906 . 

. 2W feet. SEc. 2 That the rlght to alter. am-end, -er repenl this act is beJ'eb;y 
l\11·. HADLEY. It bus 150 feet fr~mtage by 140 feet in depth. upre.ssly rPs.-rvro. 

I have not the report. Tbe SPEAJillR pro tempore. The question is on the en· 
Mr. STAFFORD. 'Well, perhaps the gentlem:m is right. I! gro~smeut and third reading of the bill. 

the gentleman is 1·i-gbt in thllt the siv.e of tbese three Jots is but The bill was ordeiiOO to he engr-ossed an(] read a third time, 
150 hy 1'10, I will be obliged to ob...1ert. hecnuRe I beUeve that was read the tl1ir<l tlme. :and passed. 
wouhl uot be large enouf!h for u puhlic building. On motion of .nr. ltussELL, a motion to reeonslder the vote 

~lr. HADLEY. Tbe ~entleman misunderstood my .statement~ by which the bill ''"as passed was laid 'Jn the table. 
I did not :l.V they. were 50 by 140. I S::!Y 150 by 140. (lRANT <OF LAND TO CITY .O.F SAN DfEGO. 

Mr. STAFFOT.tD. I untlerstand. The gentlem c.m does not The next business on tbe Calemlar- for Unat1imous Consent 
beli-eve t hat a tract of land 150 f.eet by ~40 is adequate for a was the bi11 n. n. 10587, granting to the eity of San Die~o 
Go'\"-ernm·ent building'! certain lan<ls in the Cl-evelaml Natimml Forest orul Cupiblll 

M:r. HADLEY. I do, indeed: and fnrtliermore-- Grande lndinn nese:rv.ation for 1:iam nnd reservoir purpose!:l for 
1\lr. ~10:r-.1)ELL. It ts a quarter of a block. t11-e con.~ti-on of water. :md for other :purposes. 
Mr. HADLEY. If the gentleman will permit, the ucpart- The SPEAh"'"Elt pro tempore. Is the-re oujection to the con-

melJ.t has passed upon it, :mtl the report of the Secretary says sideration of the bill? · 
it is adequate for the puTposes of that town. And I am sure .Mr. CHAl\.ITON. 1\lr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
if the gentleman will investigate the public bu.iklings iiJ the I will--
past lle will fin<l that there ar-e not many larger places. 1\Ir, CARTER of Oklah-oma. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right 

. .Mr. 1\10 ... TDELL. If the gentleman will permit. that 1s the to object. 
area ordinarily ~·e::;;erYed. It is practienlly a quarter of a block. Mr. CllAl\:ITON. Does the gentleman care to make a state
Except in a '\"ery large city, that is abundant spnce for a pub.tie ment? P-ersonnlly I feel that this hiiJ is of entire-ly too much 
buHdin:g and leaves sufficient space all around the building. importance to be taken up at this time ef the week. anti on this 

:Mr. HARDY. I will say that that ts the size ()f a lot ln a cale-ndar. If the gentleman desires to make a .statement I will 
town in my <llstrict-n qunrte r of n block. witbllOld. 

Mr. STAFFORD. These g-entlemen here are acquainted with 1\lr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Mr. Speak-er. tltts bl11 propo~es 
the s ize of -land in small burgs on which they erect -public build- a grant to t11e city of San Diego of certnin lands. n small part 
ings, and wi t h which I nm not so \Yell acquainted, nml I \Vlll of which seem to be public Janus hut a lnr~er pm·tion Intliun 
tnke their jmlgment about that. But I coru;idered thnt in a Janus. · Only a ver.v small _part Ree~s to be pnhli<' l~ml~-a 
grent and t·u~hiug city like Port Angeles the popullltion would portion of a park <>f something like 1.20 acres-unu ~o~e 2.000 
be AO lar~e that a small lot would not be u.~uJ for a Govern- .acres of the Jantl are Indian lands. 'Vhat thi~ bill propose~ to 
ment nuil<ting- nn<l meet the needs of the GoYernment ser:viee. i.lo is to tnke the lan!l away from thm-,e Indians. which has 

The HPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con- nlways been their homes. at some price fi.'{ed by the .Reeretnry 
sideration of tlw bill? [After a pause.] The Cha.ir hears nune. of the Interior, a.ru.1 purchasing them other lan<l. There hns 
This bill is on tho Union Culendar. been for some- time carried in the Indian apprnprintion hills 

1\lr. HADLEY. ~1r. SpeHker. I .ask unanimous consent t:hnt different • urns of money for the purchase of land for honwless 
tl1i ~ bill be con idere<.l in the House .as in the Committee of the Indians in Callfornia, ancl very little land hu!': l">ef'n purehaseti. 
'Vlwle. The result might be that th€'Se Irulians ~·ould be left homeless, 

The ~PE.AKEit pro tempore. The ~entlemn.n from ·washing- in which case the rel':ponsibility might fall {)U the Government 
ton a~·!•s uuanimo·ns consent that the biJl be consioer-ed in the t<> furnish JandF for them. 
House ns iu the Committee of the Whole. IN there objection? ~fr. Speaker. thi biii ~idently should nave gone to tlle Com-
fA ftet· :1 pn US('.l The 'hail· hem·s none. mittee on lndian Affairs, bec:msc it i<: n. matter· de.a.ling- ' i tb 
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I ndian lands in the main, and a matter dealing with getting 
homes for these Indians, if they are left homeless by taking this 
land away from them. The bill is doubtless intended to serve 

·a goou purpose, and I have no doubt that it is drawn with proper 
care, giving every protection to all the parties concerned, be
cau:;;e it is reported by a committee which bears a reputation 
for such conduct. I am not very jealous of the prerogatives of 
committees, but r would like myself, personally, to make some 
im-estigation of the bill before final action is taken by the House. 
Ii'or thnt reason I belie-ve that the bill ought to go over until 

_ue:x:t unanimous-consent day. 
Mr. !tAKER. Mr. Speaker, may I just answer the gentle

man' statement? 
Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Yes. 
Mr. RAKER. The matter referred to by the gentleman-that 

it doc take a part of the Indian reservation-is true. It takes 
some 2 000 acres of ari entire reservation of about 16,000 acres. 
_But the bill not only provides that there shall be condemnations 
in the courts and judgment fixed as to the price and value of 
the lanu but, in addition to that, the Secretary of the Interior 
must approve tlmt judgment and may assess any amount that 

·he may desire. 
Mr. STAFFORD. 1\lr. Speaker, I make the point of order 

that there is no quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin makes the 

point of order that there is no quorum present. 
Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gen

tleman to with11old his point of order. I want but one minute 
of time. We are within three bills of finishing this calendar. 
We have been waiting patiently all the clay. Our constituents 
pay us for legislating and attending to the public business. 
Here we are in sight of finishing this calendar, and somebody 
captiously makes the point of order. 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
when a gentleman says I do it "captiously." The bill he refers 
to wns considered 10 days ago. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

l\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
Houge do now adjourn. 

'l'h 'PEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
mon's tllat the House do now adjourn. The question is on 
agreeiJ)g to that motion. 

TllC question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

1\h·. O'SHAUJ\TESSY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division. 
1\lr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, how does this leave the status 

of this bill? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. An objection was made. 
M:r. IL:lKER. That does not dispose of it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It disposes of the present con

sidern tinn of it. 
1\Ir. 0'RHAUNESSY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division on the 

motion to adjourn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Rhode 

I land demands a division on the motion to adjourn. 
Tile llouse divided; and there were--ayes 18, noes 13. 
So the motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 

45 minute:.> p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, l\Iarch 
25, J !)1S, at 12 o'clock noon. 

UEPOHTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

l1~dc r clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
l\I1·. GOODALL, from the Committee on Coinage, 'Veights, 

rru<l ...!E:>asures, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 10852) to 
lH.0Yillc for the appointment of a commission to standardize 
screw threads, reported the same without amendment, accom· 
pnnied by a report (No. 407), which said uill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the ·whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

REPORTS OF COl\Il\HTTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS Al-.'D 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Unuer clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
se,-ernlly reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred tQ the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

1\ir. HULL of Iowa, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 7768) for the relief of 
Euward Looby. reported the same with amendment, accom
p:mied by a report (No. 406) which said bill and report were 
referre<] to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FRE~CH from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
"·us r eferred the bill (H. R. 8655) to a'-~horize the Secretary of 

the Interior to issue deed to G. H. Beckwith for certain land 
within the Flathead Indian Reservation, 1\Iont., reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 403), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9865) to authorize the sale of certain lands to school 
district No. 28, of Missoula County, Mont., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 404), which 
said bill and report were referreu to the Private Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND hfEl\IORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By 1\Ir. HAl\HLTON of New York: A bill (II. R 10974) to 
provide for payment of expenses incurred by the Seneca Indians 
in defending members prosecuted by the State of New York 
for fishing on lands celled by said Indian ; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By 1\lr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10975) to establish a 
home or homes for aged and infirm colored people and working 
girls and to establish an industrial farm and to aid IJ20ple who 
must move from the alleys on July 1, and to provide work for 
the colored youth during the summer Yacation; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 10976) requiring the Gov
ernment to furnish uniforms to officers of the Army or Navy, and 
for other purpose ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNUTSON (by request) : A bill (H. R. 10977) to pro
vide auditional revenue to defray war expenses and to accumu
late a fund with which to pay the war bonds, and for other pur
poses ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. JAl\illS: A bill (H. R. 10978) providing for the in
terment of the bodies of the soldiers and sailors who dieu by the 
sinking of the Ttttscania, and the erection of a suitable monument 
at AI·Iington National Cemetery; to the Committee on the Library. 

By l\1r. JOHNSON of Kentucky (by r equest of the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia) : A bill (H. H. 10979) to pro
vide for the redistribution of general taxes and special a se s
ments due and payable on real estate in the District of Columbi::e 
in ca .. es of subdivision or sales of land therein ; to the Com 
mit.tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 10980) to regulate and license 
the business of selling pianos, jewelry, furniture, clothing, and 
other commodities on installment; to the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

By l\1r. DILL: A bill (H. R. 10981) to provide revenue for 
the support of the Army and Navy and provide for the common 
defense and to defray war expenses, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on W'ays and Means. 

By l\1r. LUFKIN: Memorial of the Commonwealth of Massa
chusetts, requesting the President and the Congress to devise 
and enact measures for the drafting of aliens ; to the Committee 
on Military _.<\:ffairs . . 

By 1\Ir. TINKHAM: Memorial of the general court of the Com
monwealth of l\1as~achusetts, requesting the President and the 
Congress to devise anu enact measures for the drafting of 
alien. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bill and resolutions 
\Yere introduced and se-verally referred as follows: 

By 1\Ir. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. H.10982) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin D. Barr; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOHER:· A bill (H. R. 10983) granting an increase 
of pension to 'Villiam w·arner; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pen ions. . 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 10984) granting an in
crease of pension to Reuben T. Berry; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\lr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 10985) granting a pen ion to 
Alice Morgan; to the Committee on InYalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R 10086) granting 
an increase of pension to William P. Underwoou; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. COOPER of West Virginia : A bill (H. R. 109 7) 
granting an increase of pension to Augustus C. Godfrey ; to tile 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRY of California: A bill (H. n. 10988) granting 
a pension to .John D. Gar<lenhire; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DHUKKER: A bill (H. R. 10989) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary 0 . Murr:.1 y; to tht:.· Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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By 1\fr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 10990) for the relief of John 
K. Ashley, jr. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 10991) granting a pension to 
){ate Wr..tson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By :Mr. HAMILTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 10992) grant
ing an increase of pension to George Merchant ; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10993) granting a pension to William E. 
Warren; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 10994) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles E. Blake; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KEATING: A bill (H. R. 10995) granting a pension 
to l\lary J. Sharp ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10996) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. :1,0997) granting an in
crease of pension to William D. Medley; to the Committee on 
Invalia Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 10998) to reimburse Tennie A. Anderson, 
postmaster at Maplewood, Fayette County, W. Va., for money, 
money orders, and postage stamps stolen ; to the Committee on 
Claims. 
. By 1\fr. I,ONGWORTH (for 1\Ir. HEINTZ) : A bill (H. It 
10999) . granting an increase of pension to Alonzo G. Burdge; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LUFKIN: A bill (H. R. 11000) granting an increase 
of nension to James B. Wildes; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. · . . 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 11001) granting an increase 
of pension to Adam Wooten; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

Dions. . 
Also, a bill . (H. R. 11002) granting an increase of pension to 

Elizabeth Faris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11003) granting an increase of. pension to 

George W. Fulcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By 1\fr . . SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 11004) granting a pension 

to Jennie K. Burke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By l\li·. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pen

:sion to Addie L. Barr; to the Committee. on Invalid Pensions. 
By l\fr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 11006) granting an increase 

of pension to Nathan Long; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By 1\fr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 11007) granting a pension 

to John P. Leonard; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. "'ESTAL: A bill (H. R. 11008) granting an increase of 

pension to Myers Silvers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11009) granting a pension to 1\liranda Q. 

Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
· Also, a bill (H. R. 11010) granting a pension to l\Iargaret L. 
Cassady; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
· Also, a bill (H. R. 11011) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E: Hall ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. WHITE of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11012) granting a 
pension to Calla R. Landsittel; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11013) granting a pension to Barbara 
Schroder; to the C~mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 11014) granting an 
increase of pension to John French; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11015) granting a pension to 1\feda E. 
Dodge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. WILLIAl\fS: A bill (H. R. 11016) granting an in
crease of pension to Malberry Gaskins ; to the Committee on 
Im·alid Pensions. 

man, E. G. Eger, and C. A. Taub, all citizens of the State of 
Colorado, praying for immediate war prohibition ; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of H ess Kolienberg, of . Denver, Colo., praying 
for the repeal of that section of the war-revenue act providing 
for increased postage rates on periodicals ; to the Committee on 
Ways and !\leans. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Missouri Federation of 
Women's Clubs, protesting against increased postage rates on 
periodicals; to the Committee on: Ways and Means. · 

By 1\Ir. GRIFFIN: 1\femorial of Foreign Service Camp, No. 
87, United Spanish War Veterans, New York City, favoring 
pensions fo-r ·widows and orphans of Spanish War veterans; to 
the Committee on Pensions. · . 

By 1\Ir. LONERGAN: Petition of People's Church of Christ 
of . New Britain, Conn., favoring war-time prohibition; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PR~TT: Petition of Newark Valley Grange, No. 1422, 
protesting against an order of the United States Food Adminis
_tration relative to eggs and poultry; to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

Also, petition of 26 members of the Chemung County Medical 
Society, at Elmira, N. Y., urging passage of House bill 9563, to 
give physicians who have been commissioned in the )Ueuical 
Reserve Corps of the Army rank and percentage of such rank 
equal to that given similar officers in the Navy;· to the Commit-
tee on 1\filitary ·Affairs. . 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Connecticut State Council of 
Defense, favoring increasing allowance for officers of the A.rmy; 
to the Committee on 1\filitary Affairs. 

Also, petition of Connecticut Hardware Association, protest~ 
ing against repeal of zone postal rate for second-class mail 
matter; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

· Also, rfetition of L. P. Breckenridge, of Yale University, 
against passage of House bill 2878, relative to metric system ; to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 1\Ieasm·es. 

By Mr. VESTAL : Memorial of Major 1\fay Post, No. 244, De
partment of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, asking for 
increase of pension for Civil War veterans to $50 per month; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Elmwood, Ind., favoring passage 
of the Moore purple cross bill; to the Committee on the Ju~ 
diciary. 

By 1\fr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Memorial of Burleigh 
County Farmers' Union, Bismarck, N. Dak., favoring appropria~ 
tion for seed and feed in certain areas upon time ; to the Com~ 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Grand Forks Trades and Labor Assembly, 
favoring the election and recall of Federal judges ; to the Com~ 
mi ttee on the Judiciary. 

SENATE. 

~10NDAY, lJf arch 25, 1918. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer : . 

Almighty God, Thou who dost sit upon the throne of the 
universe, we come reverently before Thee lifting up ouT hearts 
in prayer. The dread alarm of nations calls us to prayer this 
day. We seek Thy favor and Thy blessing. We present our
selves to Thee with a consciousness of having come short of 
Thy glory and having failed in much that Thou hast committed 
to our hands in our national and personal life. We pray Thee 
to forgive our sins. Cleanse us from om· impm·ities. Give to 

PETITIONS, ETC. us the baptism of Thy spirit and the leadership of Thy spirit, 
that we may yet accomplish Thy will in the earth through the 

Unuer clause 1 of Rule XXII. petitions anu papers were laid things that are pleasant in Thy sight. "\Ve pray that Thou \Yilt 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: make bare Thy arm to save, and lead the forces of justice and 

Bv l\lr. BARKLEY: Petition of Congress Heights l\letllodist liberty and truth to a final victory. For Christ's sake. Amen. 
Episcopal Church, favoring war prohibitiOii; to the Committee The journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
on the Judiciary. approved. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of the 01<1 Line Life Insurance Co. 
of America relative to payment of income tax; to tlle Committee ELIZABETH H. RICE v. UNITED STATES < s. rioc. · NO. 20-5) • 

on Ways and 1\Ieans. 1\Ir. Sl\fOOT. On Saturday last the Chair laid before the 
By 1\fr. COOPER of ·wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Beloit, Senate a communication from the ·chief clerk of the Court of 

Wis., against passage of compulsory Sunday-observance bill; _Claims transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. . .conclp.sions '_filed by the court in the ·cause of Elizabeth H. Rice 

By 1\lr. HILLIARD: Petition of Dean Swift, Wilkin Shel- against the United States, which contained certain illustra
don, C. G. ·webster, Mrs. Sally Simons, Susie 1\f. Fabling, 0. H. tions, and that they may be printed an order of the Senate must 
Bonney, John W. Brunton. Grace E~ Shannon, . Mrs. 1\I. H. be granted. I therefore ask that an order be made for the 
Muehling, John Milton \Valker, F. D. Foster, \V.· A. Collings, printing of the illustrations. · · 
John Huntington, Ethel V. Huntington, N. R. Crooks, Mrs. E. D. . The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The . Chair 
Humphrey, Helen D: Kohl, Mrs. W. E. Davis, l\Irs. It. B. Hard- . hears ·none, a~d it is so_ o~·dered. 
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